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CONFIRMATIONS 

Exectttive nominatimtS confirmed by the Senate Febrttary 14, 
19'21 

).!EMBER OF BOARD OF MEDIATION 

Pat Morris Neff to be a member of the Board of Mediation. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

E. Coke Hill to be district judge, division No. 3, district of 
Alaska. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

Bascom S. Deaver to be United States attorney, middle dis
trict of Georgia. 

Justin W. Harding to be United States attorney, division No. 
1, dh;trict of Alaska. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Richard C. Callen to be United States marshal, district of 
Colorado. 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

Joseph S. Chambers, Talladega. 
ARKANSAS 

Lee W. McKenney, Black Rock. 
James C. Russell, Camden. 
Arthur V. Cashion, Eudora. 
Samuel G. Helm, Marianna. 
Arch B. Smith, Osceola. 
Orner B. Ewing, Scranton. 

CONNE_CTICUT 

Edwin H. Keach, Danielson. 
Burton Hodge, Roxbury. 

GEORGIA 

Charles L. Adair, Comer. 
William C. McBride, Newnan. 

IDAHO 

Burton D. l!~ox, Challis. 
INDIANA 

Albert 0. Cri~ Alexandria. 
Amanda B. Gosnell, West Terre Haute. 

MICHIGAN 

Gladys E. Gaskill, Delton. 
John S. Hamlin, Eaton Rapids. 
Fred W. Walker, Otsego. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Robert B. Cox, Batesville. 
Ida E. Roberts, Cleveland. 
Henry B. Edwards, Shuqualak. 

NEBRASKA 

Edwin D. Gideon, jr., Ainsworth. 
Robert W. Finley, Bradshaw. 
Edward H. Springer, Brady. 
George Beardsley, Clarks. 
James M. Fox, Gretna. 
Arthur H. Babcock, North Loup. 
Claude A. Barker, Pawnee City. 
Frederick H. Crook, Paxton. 
William E. Brogan, Tilden. 
George F. McMullen, Walthill. 
George W. Howe, Wisner. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Min a H. Aasved, Cn rson. 
Hugh C. Corrigan, Fargo. 
Martin E. Larson, Marion. 
Alexander R. Wright, Oakes. 
William F. Legler, Robinson. 

OREGON 

Robert N. Torbet, Albany. 
Claude E. Ingalls, Corvallis. 
Darwin E. Yoran, Eugene. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Fred Mishoe, Greelyville. 
Julia E. D. Tolbert, Ninety Six .. 
Carl G. Schoenberg, North. 
Jacob M. Bedenbaugh, Prosperity. 

UTAH 

Annie Palmer, Farmington. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Paul C. Freeman, Adrian. 
William M. Kidd, Burnsville. 
Ruth L. McClung, Cedar Grove. 
Carl A. Dehner, Chester. 
Cecil B. Dodd, Follansbee. 
Walter 0. Deacon, HurKicane. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, FebruaTy 14, 19,.,7 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

0 Thou in whose wisdom there is neither variableness nor 
shadow of turning, consider and hear us. Continue to teach 
us that duty is the upper road that leads to God and he who 
fails wrongs his own soul. To-day give us the rapture of high 
encouragement. While the years roll across the seas of time, 
Thou art our Father. Through every _scene of life and death, 
Thou wilt not leave nor forsake us, so now we extend this 
moment at Thy holy altar. One has passed through the 
shadows. He was constant in his labors, jlli!t in his decisions, 
and manly in his bearing. It is thus that he holds the memory 
of our hearts. Upon the sorrowing ones let come the bless
ings of peace and resignation. Life's warfare is over. The 
stir of events can not break his calm repose. He is dust
pillowed on the soft bosom of kindly earth ; sweet be his rest. 
May he gently, sweetly slumber in the arms of God. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 12, 
1927, was read and approved. 

NATIONAL .ARBORETUM 

M·r. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, presented a report 
to accompany a resolution for the consideration of S. 1640, 
authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish a national 
arboretum, and for other purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered printed. 

REAR ADMIRAL WILLIAM C. COLE, CAPT. YANCEY B. WILLIAMS, .AND 
CAPT. JOSEPH K. T.AUSBIG 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 9319, to authorize cer
tain officers of the United States Navy to accept from the 
Republic of Chile the Order of Merit, first class, and the Order 
of Merit, second class, with a Senate amendment thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, is this 

the bill that my colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the gentleman from Ohio [MR. BEGG], objected to last week? 

Mr. COYLE. This is a bill that was passed at the last ses
sion. It was amended in the Senate and has passed that body. 
The bill has not been up for consideration at this session at 
all. It was not objected to by Mr. BEGG last week. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, there are about a hundred bills of 
the same kind before the Committee on Foreign Affairs. We 
have been trying to get up some uniform system of having such 
bills com;idered. Under the cii·cumstances I shall have to 
object. 

Mr. COYLE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

.ABR.A.HA..M LINCOLN 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting therein an address 
I made on Abraham Lincoln in Washington, D. C., Febroary 
12, 1927. ' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECoJU>. I include the following: 
Mr. YATES. I can not attempt an address on the lite of .Abraham 

Lincoln. I will be content with mentioning a few of the things in 
which he excelled preeminently. I call your attention to five of his 
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characteristics. I will speak to you of Lincoln the orator, Lincoln the 
lover, Lincoln the overcomer, Lincoln the politician, and Lincoln the 
chosen champion of the Almighty. 

ORATOR 

I remark, in the first place, that he was a real orator, peer of 8.II7. 
'l"he first inaugural address, with its phrru e, "The mystic chords of 
memory " ; the second, wlth its phrase, " With malice toward none, 
with charity for all"; the Gettysburg address, with its phrase, "Of 
the people, by the people, for the people " ; and the little talk to his 
neighbors and friends on the niny morning that he left Springfield are 
not excel1ed in the whole field of English literature. In a speech at 
Columbus, Ohio, on the 13th of February, 1861, he said: 

" There has falJen upon me a task such as did not rest even upon the 
Father of his Country ; and feeling so, I can not but turn and look tor 
that help without which it will be impossible for me to perform the 
great task; I turn then, and look for help, to the great American people 
and to that God who has never forsaken them." 

You and I know that by such appeals he obtained the help that he 
prayed for-received it from 20,000,000 loyal hearts and from the 
Infinite Power on High; that he put one hand into the outstretched 
palm of the American people and with the other he laid a strong 
hold upon the almighty arm of the Almighty God, and standing there, 
supported by humanity and supported by Divinity, he fought the 
grandest fight and won the grandest victory since the Sanor walked 
among the sons of men 2,000 years ago. 

LOVER 

I remark in the second place that he was a real lover, a paragon 
among lovers, ardent in the extreme, giving his whole heart to his 
beloved sweetheart, dear ones of the family, his friends, his country. 
He offered his hand in his youth to four different girls-Sarah Rickard; 
Mary Owen, .Ann Rutledge, and Mary Todd. He married Mary Todd, 
a Kentucky girl, high strung, high spirited, educated to the handle, 
well equipped, a social leader, and naturally properly ambitious. And 
he made a model husband and she a model wife. But before that he 
was rejected by two, Sarah Rickard and Mary Owen, who did not 
comprehend him, and he was accepted whole-heartedly by Ann Rut
ledg~, of Menard County. To that lovely girl be told the old, old story 
of man's love for woman, as ola as it is sweet, thank God, and as 
sweet as Jt is old, thank God. He whispered it into her blushing ear 
as she sat at the quilting frame and stitched and stitched and stitched 
in the days of the old quilting bee. 

It is no wonder that when Ann Rutledge suddenly sickened and died 
the young Lincoln's reason tottered on its throne and left its seat. 
Yes; that mighty heart and mind and soul and spirit, which, in later 
years could look without panic upon a flaming world in arms, all fell 
prostrate when a young girl died down in Menard County. Would you 
have had it otherwise? Are you not glad he had a heart that was 
gentle enough to break? 1 am. It is the opinion of the survivors of 
those who . knew him best that it was the cherished memory of the 
loved and lost one that contributed as much as anything to make 
him what he was called-the saddest man of his time. As for me, I 
believe we would never have had the "Lincoln w~ love to-day bad he not 
himself loved and loved madly. I love to think that every man like 
Washington and Lincoln, who really kept tbe tlag in the sky, fought 
when he fought, like an enraged lion, and loved when he loved, with all 
his might. 

OVERCOMER 

I remark in the third pla.c.e that he was the overcomer, a kn1ght of 
the sublime order of disappointment. From his earliest cblldhood his 
life was crowded full of griefs and bereavements, humiliations and dis
appointments, keen and crushing. At the age of 9 in the forests of 
Indiana he underwent the loss of his mother, sobbing bls little heart 
out in that awful hour, in a log cabin without a floor. With a yearning 
to .. learn, he was denied access to almost all books. With a heart and 
soul in tune with poetry and song, he was, he himself said, possessed 
of a voice, face, and form alike unfortunate. Desiring to engage in 
business, he attempted several enterprises, all disastrous. He was 
burdened with debt until after his election to Congress at the age ot 
40. Desiring to serve in the legislature he was at first unsuccessful. 
Even when a candidate for Congress and Senator he underwent the 
indescribable humiliation of being misunderstood. I am satisfied tbat 
in all this adversity and God were making a man-a man that could 
not be appalled. And such a man they made. 

BELIEVEll 

I remark, 1n the fourth place, that he was, in a nineteenth-century 
sense, a champion of the Almighty. He was religious, though not 
denominational. He never lost his faith in divine Providence. All his 
religious uttennces breathe a simple, childlike faith. He studied and 
carried with him on the old ctrcuit, not only the fables of .:£sop and 
the plays of Shakespeare but the Pilgrim's Progress ot Bunyan and the 
Bible. Is it not a comfort to know this ; the Bible and Shakespea.I·e
can we do better? It has been claimed that be was godless or at least 
agnostic. It can not be true. To his stepmother be wrote. when his 
father was dying, "Our g1-eat, good, and merci.fnl Maker will not turn 

!way from him in any extremity." To G~n. Dan Sickles he said, 
When I heard that General Lee was marching on Gettysburg, I went 

tnto a little room at the White House, where nobody goes bot me. and I 
prayed to the Lo1·d God Almighty as I never had prayed before." Oh, 
blessed little room where our Lincoln prayed for us before the Livinu 
God! To Mrs. Bixby he wrote : " I pray that our Heavenly Father ma; 
assuage the anguish of your bereavement." And in his second inaugural 
address he said, " The judgments of the L-ord are true and righteous 
altogether." And Nicolay and Hay publish in the "Complete Works 
of Abraham Lincoln" the thing they call "Meditation on the Divine 
Will,"' in which he wrote, in a memorandum not written to be seen by 
men, "By His mere great power on the minds of the now contestants 
lle could have eitber saved or destroyed the Union without a human 
contest." I have never read words showing greater faith in God. 

POLITICUN 

I remark in the fifth place that Abraham Lincoln was a con ummate 
politician, of signal sagacity and shrewdness; a. past master of political 
maneuver and tactics, intrigue, and strategy, enabling him to divine the 
purposes and motive.s of men u.ud thereby to discern the development of 
events. He had a sublime and supreme regard for the truth, but within 
that blgh inclosure, as one of his biographers says, he was as ambitions 
as any man of his time. The time was in this country of ours when 
to grow up and serve the American Republic was the fondest and dearest 
aspiration of the American youth. Well will it be for America when 
that time shall come again; and when fathers will say, as mine did, " My 
son, I want you to grow up and serve the Republic," instead of saying, 
as many now do, "Anything bot politics, my son; anything but poli
tics." Men who seek public preferment, who aspire to the honors and 
awards of the public service, and who therefore attempt to serve their 
country in official position, either through appointment or election are 
not on that account to be condemned. Mr. Lincoln took this vie~ of 
this matter. He never hesitated to seek public preferment and never 
thought it beneath true manhood to do so. When the list of offices and 
positions to which ~r. Lincoln aspired is considered, it pre ·ents an 
array sufficient to ru;tonnd every advocate of the theory that " the office 
should seek the man, and not the man the office." 

The captaincy of a milif1a company, the postmastership of a village, 
the deputy surveyorship of a county, the circuit judgeship pro 'tempore, 
the honorary position of delegate to a convention, the honorably posi
tion of presidential elector, the appointive position of Commissioner 
General of the Land Office, the office of representative in the legislature, 
the office of Representative in Congress, the office of United States Sena
tor, and the unsurpassable distinction of President of the United States 
a round dozen political positions, were all sought by him; he did not 
hesitate; he did not consider any of them too small or too large. IIe 
favored political orga.nization, and he was right. In November. 1858, 
an Illinois Legislature was to be elected, _ which would elect a United 
States Senator. Fourteen months before-in other words, 1n September. 
1857, he wrote a letter to my father saying, in his usual and famous 
sentences of words of one syllable : 

".And now let me say I wish you would make up your minll to come 
to the legislature from Morgan next time. You can be elected and I 
doubt some whether any other friend can. It will be a sacrifice to you, 
but can you not make it? " 

In this same letter he commends J. 0. Johnson, who "is a newcomer, 
bot he can devote more time to getting np an organization than anyone 
I know, who knows as well as he how to do it." Real organization! 
0, let us encourage our roung, our bra vest and best, to sene the 
Nation! 

CO~CLUSION 

One of the greatest things ever said about Abraham r,incoln was 
said by G€orge Bancroft, the great historian. 'l'he occasion was a joint 
session of the Congress of the United States. The date was February 
12, 1866, the first February 12, the first Lincoln's birthday after the 
assru;sination of the martyred President. The place was the Capitol at 
Washington. The assemblage included not only the famous Senate of 
that time and the famous House, but also a · Diplomatic Corps of un
matched brilliancy, a Supreme Court never equaled, a distinguished 
and aggressive President and Cabinet, and a thr()ng or Civil War 
heroes and popular idols, generals IUld admirals of world-wide faiiiA:!. 

In that great address the great Bancroft said that the great Lincoln 
was ble sed with the wisdom that is like unto the wisdom of little chil
dren, and that from and through that wisdom came the relief that the 
wisdom of the wise and of those who were great after the flesh had 
not been able to give. I am sure that Abraham Lincoln did have that 
wisdom. He had the truth of the child and, above all, the forgiveness 
of the child. The result wa. that "the common people heard him 
gladly," even as it is written of Jesus Christ, and when be wns martyred 
the same common people cried in the streets. 

My own father said of Lincoln that he trusted the people and they 
him; that there was something in his lowly origin and in the story of 
his life and its struggles that made the people draw close to him; that 
be tal:ked to them in such a way that they understood him better than 
they did other men. Knowing, as I do, that my father served as war 
Governor ot Illinois during the four years Lincoln served as war 
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President, and that he was In conference with rresic.lent Lincoln a 
hundred times, and before that had practiced law with him in all the 
courthouses of the old circuit for 25 years, I have confidence in this 
estimate. For myself, I believe he was the interpreter and translator, 
possessing the wisdom that is like unto that of the child. 

MESSAGE FRO~I THE SEN'ATE 

A message from the Senate, by M1·. Craven, its principal 
clerk, annotmced that the Senate had passed Senate bills of ~e 
following titles, in which the concurrence of the House IS 

requested: 
S. 5588. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Big 

Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to cons~lCt and m~intain 
aud operate a bridge across the Tug Fork of B1g Sandy River at 
Devon, Mingo County, W. Va. ; 

S. 5598. An act to extend the time for constructing a br~d~e 
across the Ohio River appro::rimately midway between the Cities 
of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind. ; and 

s. 5620. An act granting the consent of Congress to John R. 
Scott Thomas J. Scott, E. E. Green, and Baxter L. Brown, 
their' successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and oper
ate a bridge across tbe Mississippi River. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

l\lr. TILSON. 1\lr. Speaker, as the proponents of the McNary
Haugen bill seem not to be present, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the ~hole. House on t~e 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 15963) to establish a Federal farm board in the Depart
ment of Agriculture, to aid the indush·y of agriculture to 
organize effectively for the orderly marketing: and for the 
control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural com-
moditie . . 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Connecticut that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the McNary-Haugen bill. 

M1· RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, has 
the g.entleman considered how he will use the time? [Laugh
ter.] I understand that tllere are yet 2 hours and 51 minutes 
remaining of general debate. There is a demand for addi-
tional time. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, if the proponents of the 
1\lcNary-Haugen bill are not here to go on with their debate, I 
suggest that there !lre about 150 matters on .t:J:le Private Calendar 
in disposing of which we could very well utili.ze the day. 

:Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Speaker, as I understand 
it, the situation is' this: The Committee on Agriculture is now 
in session. 

1\Ir. LOWREY. l\Ir. Speaker, I very much want 5 or 10 min
utes to discuss a mutter which is, perhaps, a little out of order. 
I wonder if I could not do that now by unanimous consent? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my motion for the 
present. 

FARM RELIEF-MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [1\Ir. LOWREY] may 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [M1·. 
LowREY] may address the House for 10 minutes. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LOWREY. 1\Ir. Speaker, in my opinion neither this Con

gt·e:;;s nor any other Congress of rEcent years has considered 
measures more far reaching or more important to our domestic 
welfare than the two measures which we ha~e left for our 
closing days-farm-relief legislation and the Muscle Shoals 
problem. It seems to me that we must all realize that the 
rehabilitation of agriculture is the large question now before 
us. We talk about " What the farmer needs " or " What is 
good for the farmer.'' But ij; is not simply the question of the 
interests of the fa1·ming people. This is a very big question. 
Our country can not be permanently pro ·perous, happy, or 
strong if our rural population is to be unprosperous, unhappy, 
or, still worse, disloyal or resentful against . their Government. 

I realize that the expression " disloyal or resentful against 
their Government" sounds very ugly and looks almost like a 
vicious indictment against our sturdy and virtuous rural popu
lation. Yet any man who has mixed freely with the people on 
the farms, talked with them heart to heart, and realized what 
they have suffered for the last few years must know that I am 
not talking idly. Here is an exact quotation from a letter 
which I have just received from a citizen who has been recog
nized as one of the most intelligent, most progressive, and most 
succe ·sful fanners in my district, but who now faces the ordeal 

of giving his farm and home into the hands of his creditors and 
going out practically penniless: "Very few people want farm 
lands, however desirable or however cheaply they can be had. 
We have been enslaved gradually, though thoroughly, and the 
farmer, the most conservative, patient, and long suffering of our 
people, have about reached the limit of endurance. Precipitate, 
violent revolution may ultimately be forced upon a people. 
Many already have it in spirit and sentiment, and the money 
fools in power ought to take warning from past history. To 
make the feeling of resentment more bitter is the fact that my 
family, a wife and six children, are suffering along with me in 
thL<:i uneven and unfair situation." 

You may charge tllat these words are unreasonable or un
just. But, perhaps, you have not faced the situation that this 
good man now faces. I say at least that when we, who are 
directing the affairs of government, hear expressions like these 
from intelligent, stalwart, native-born Americans, it is time for 
us to sit up and take notice. My brilliant colleague [WEBBER 
WILsoN of Mississippi] recently stated from this floor that the 
countries whose desolation and ruin mark the landscape of the 
past have all perished from within and not from without. The 
safety of our counti·y depends on the strength, courage, virtue, 
and loyalty of the plain people. When we wreck their courage 
and shock their loyalty, armies and navies can not save us. 
The best defense that any country has is a happy, patriotic, 
and de~oted population. Hence, it is not simply the question of 
saving the farmer. It is a question of meeting a. very critical 
situation which involves our every interest, if not the very 
safety of our Government. 

But let me be more specific. Fo1· six or eight years now the 
people have been appealing more and more to this Congre~ to 
do two things: First, to pass some adequate farm-relief legis
lation, and second, to bring Muscle Shoals into operation for 
purposes primarily of giving cheap fertilizer and secondarily of 
giving cheap power. 

I do not know anything else that would so discredit the Con
gress and the Government as for us to adjourn without meeting 
these two demands. In fact, if we adjourn and leave either one 
of these undone it will impress a very large number of our 
most worthy constituents that their Government has failed to 
function and is incapable' of meeting serious situations. 

For my part, I believe that the passage of this bill as it has 
come from the Senate or of the Crisp bill or the Aswell bill 
would greatly help the present situation and would do much to 
strengthen the courage and confidence of our suffering people. 
I will vote for any of tl1e three rather than see the Congress 
adjourn without paso.c ing a farm-relief measure. 

But really I came to the floor to say a word on the l\Iu~cle 
Shoals proposition. It com·es to us now that the committee will 
probably not agree on any lease contract that has been proposed 
to them. We have spent on this project more than a hundred 
and sixty millions of the people's dollars, and we are told that 
to make it absolutely complete we will need to finally increase 
the amount to two hundred and twenty-five millions. These 
figures look startling, but I remind you that they are very far 
short of the amounts which we appropriate annually to the 
Army or the Navy. If we spend these great sums for what we 
call national defense, we can certainly afford to spend con
siderable f'tun · on that internal defense which l have just dis
cussed. But this ~'Teat plant lies there in almost absolute idle
ness with some of its units absolutely deteriorating. If this 
Congress iH capable of functioning at all, we ought not to 
adjoUI'll without reaching some plan by which we can put so 
great an asset to work for our people. 

·we have figured on leases for these years without reaching 
any definite results. For more than two years the conviction 
has been growing on me that we ought at least for the present 
to adopt a plan of Government operation. And in my conver
sation with colleagues for the last few days I have been im
presseu that this conviction is very strong among the member
ship of the House generally. In fact, I beUeve this House would 
pass a well-framed bill of that kind if they could get a chance 
to vote on it. It seems that nobody really has the understand
ing of the problem to enter into a lease contract with any 
degre·e of assurance. Those who represent the Government 
realize that the whole matter is in an experimental stage, and 
that we do not yet know what we could afford to risk in the way 
of a contract for placing the plant under private management. 
And it is just as evident that the syndicates which have figured 
on bids are similarly at sea on the proposition. I am just 
about convinced that the only way out is for the Government to 
operate Muscle Shoals as a Goverlllllent enterprise for a few 
years at least. It may be that after a reasonable time it would 
seem wise to lease the property to some private syndicate. But 
by a few years of Government operation we could at least 
carry the thing through its experimental stage and come to 
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where both the Government and the bidding syndicates would 

- have better ideas as to what they could afford. 
. For these reasons I have introduced a bill proposing a plan 
of operation for a term of se1en years under a Government 
corporation. 

Mr. BLAl\"'TON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LOWREY. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. I am against Government ope1·ation of 

private business, but concerning this immense Government prop
erty at Muscle Shoals, which it ~ms we can not lease unless 
we have to give it away, I hope the Congress before we adjourn 
Will have the Go,ernment operate tbe plant and manufacture 
nitrates, which will benefit the farmers, and they will then be 
sm·e of some relief. 

Ml'. LOWREY. I agree· with the gentleman, and that is my 
bill e~actly. Bl'iefiy stated, this bill proposes a Government 
corporation, of which the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secre
tary of Commerce, and the Secretary of War shall be the direc
tors. They are given a Government fund of $25,000,000 to be 

. u ed for the purpose of the necessary reconditioning and the 
opening up and operating of the plant. These three directors 
are given the authority to employ a superintendent, who shall 
be a man of recognized executive ability and experience in man
aging great industrial enterprises. Also three assistant super
intendents, the combined salaries of the four not to exceed 
$75,000. It is stipulated that the primary business of the c-or
poration shall be the manufacture of fertilizer and of explo- · 
sives sufficient to meet the demands of the Army and the Navy. 
However, they are to distribute the surplus power upon such 
plan as they think wise to adopt. All products of this plant 
are to be dispos·ed of upon the nearest possible calculation as 
to cost of production, and a safe method is provided by which 
the corporation shall control the price to the ultimate consumer. 

The bill gives rather broad latitude and powers to the three 
directors. But I believe it contains all necessary safeguards. 
I am sure, too, that these directors will need broad powers if 
they are going to carry this enterprise successfully through its 
~erimental stage. Again, it is to be remembered that the 
directors are three Cabinet members who have the responsi
bility of agriculture, commerce, and national defense, the three 
phases of . public interest which the Muscle Shoals plant is 
supposed especially to serve. 

The bill is brief, and I ask permission to insert it in the 
RECORD at this point, so that all the Members of the House may 
have opportunity to read it. 

The SPEAKER. I~ there objection? 
'l'here was no objection. · 
Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the unani

mous consent granted me in the House, I place in the REcoRD 
my bill for temporary Gove-rnment operation of Muscle Shoals. 
It reads as follows : 
A bill to provide for the national defense and to aid agricultural and 

industrial development by creating the• United States Muscle Shoals 
Corporation, and for other purposes 

Be it en-acted, etc., That this act may be cited as the " Muscle Shoals 
Act of 1927." 

ORGA.NlZATlON OF CORPORATION 

SEC. 2. For the purpose of providing for the nation.al defeDBe in 
time of war and for agricultural and industrial development in time 
of peace by the production and manufacture of nitrogen and nitrogen 

·products, and for the purpose of maintaining and operating the prop
erties owned by the United States in the vicinity of Muscle Shoals, 
Ala., the Secretary of Agrit'Ulture, the Secretary of War, and the 
Secretary of Commerce are hereby incorporated as a Federal corpora
tion and declared a body corporate under the name of the " United 
States Muscle Shoals Corporation " (referred to in this act as the 
"corporation"). 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AND OB'li'ICERS 

SEc. 3. (a) The board ot directors of the corporation (referred to in 
this act as the " board ., ) shall consist of the Secretl!.ry of Agriculture, 
the Secretary ·of War, and the Secretary of Commerce. 

(b) All powers of the corporation are hereby vested in the board. 
The board shall be responsible for the performance of -all duties 

imposed upon the corporation. 
(c) The Secretary of Agriculture shall be chairman of the board. 

Vacancies in the board shall not impair the powers of the remaining 
members to execute the functions of the board, and two members shall 
constitute a quorum for the transaction of the bu iness of the board. 
A director of the corporation shall receive no compensation for his 
services to the corporation. 

(d) The chief executive officer of the corporation shall be a superin
tendent, who shall be responsible to the board for the efficient conduct 
of the business of the corporation. The board shnll appoint the super
intendent and shall select a man for such appointment who has dis-

tinguished himself as an exeet1tive in the industrial world. The super
intendent shall be appointed to hold office until July 1, 1934, but he 
may be removed by the board for good cause, which cause shall, as 
soon as practicable thereafter, be stated in detail to the President and 
to the Congress. Should the office of superintendent become open for 
any reason, the directors sball fill it as herein first provided . 

(e) With the advice of the superintendent, the board shall appoint 
three assistant superintendents, who shall be responsible to the superin
tendent, and through him to the board. With the advice of the superin
tendent, the board may at any time remove any assistant superintendent 
and refill such office as herein first provided. 

(f) The combined salaries of the superintendent and the assistant 
superintendents shall not 'exceed the sum of '75,000 in any one year. 

(g) A director, officer, or employee of the corporation, while acting as 
such, shall not be held to be an officer, employee, or agent of the United 
States. Each director, officer, and employee of the corporation shall 
take the oath of office as provided in section 1757 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

CAPITAL STOCK 

SEc. 4. (a) The capital stock of the corporation shall be $75,000,000, 
of which $50,000,000 shall be deemed to be in consideration of the 
prQperties vested in the corporation under section 8. The remaining 
$25,000,00(}- is hexeby subscribed by the United States, to be paid in 
cash. The amount of such subscription shall be subject to call by the 
board in amounts of $100,000 or multiples thereof. Upon such call tbe 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to pay to the corporation the 
amount so called. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the 
sum of $25,000,000 for the payment of such subscription. A certificate 
representing the ownership of $50,000,000 of the capital stock of the 
corporation shall be issued by the corporation to the United States and 
delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury; and upon payment of any 
part of the amount subscribed by the United States, certificates repre
senting the ownership of capital stock in the amount of such payment 
shall be issued by the corporation to the United States and delivered to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(b) Dividends may be paid upon the capital stock, but only in cash 
from net profits, and then only when the board deems such profits 
unnecessary to the efficient conduct of the business of the corporation. 
Such dividends when paid shall be cove1·ed into the Treasury as miscel
laneous receipts. 

GENERAL POWERS 

SEC. 5. Except as otherwise specifically provided in this act, the 
corporation-

( a) Shall have succession in its corporate name for a term begin
ning on the date of approval of this act, and expiring July 1, 1!>34. 

(b) May sue and be sued 1n its corporate name. 
(c) May adopt and use a corporate seal, which shall be judicially 

noticed, and may alter it at pleasure. 
(d) May make contracts, but no such contract shall extend beyond 

the period of the life of the corporation. 
(e) May adopt, amend, and repeal by-laws. 
(f) May purchase or lease and hold such personal property as it 

deems necessary or convenient in the transaction of its business and 
may dispose of any such property held by it. 

(g) May lease such real prope1·ty as it deems necessary or con
venient in the transaction of its business and may dispose of such 
leases. 

(h) May incur obligations, borrow money for temporary purposes, 
and issue notes or other evidences of indebtedness therefor, but the 
aggregate amount of the indebtedness at any time shall not exceed 25 
per cent of its unimpaired capital. 

(i) May appoint and fix tbe compensation of such officers, employees, 
attorneys, and agents as are. necessary for the u·ansaction of its busi
ness, define their duties, require bonds o! them and fix the penalties 
thereof, and dismiss at pleasure any such officer, employee, attorney, 
or agent. 

(j) Shall have power to carry on the business of the corporation 
herein provided and shall have all such powers as may be necessary 
or appropriate for the exercise of the powers specffically conferred upon 
the corporation. 

SPECIAL POWERS 

SEc. 6. The corporation is authorized and directed-
(a) To hold, maintain, operate, and develop to the fullest extent 

the properties transferred to it under section 8 for the purpose of pro
ducing nitrogen and nitrogen products, and to construct, maintain, and 
operate such additional plants and facilities upon such properties as it 
considers necessary for such production. 

(b) To manufacture, distribute, and sell fertilizers .. 
(c) Upon the requisition of the Secretary of the Navy or the Sec

retary of War, to manufacture for and sell to the United Stutes the 
nitrogenous content of explosives. 

(d) To establish, maintain, and operate laboratories and expet·imental 
plants, and to undertake experiments fo1~ the purpose of enabling the 
corporati<>n to furnish nitrogen products for military and agricultural 
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uses in the most economical manner and at the highest standard of 
efficiency. 

(e) To develop and produce power sufficient to supply all needs of 
the corporation in the manufacture of nitrogen products; and to sell 
such e.~~:cess of power as the plant develops beyond such needs. 

SELLING PRICES 

SEc. 7. The selling price of the commouities produceu and sold by 
the corporation shall be fixed from time to time by the board. This 
price shall be the price to the ultimate consumer. Sales through inter
mediates hall be under contracts through which the fixed price to the 
ultimate consumer sltall be preserved. The basis for the determina
tion of the price shall be all charges properly attributable to the 
production, marketing, and distribution of the particular product, in
cluding such items as are necessary to render and maintain the busi
ness of the corporation permanently self-supporting and a return of 
3 per ce'nt per annum upon the capital stock of the corporation. There 
shall be considered a margin of safety in the operation of the busine s, 
but no margin of profit. 

PROPERTY 

SEc. 8. In order to permit the corporation to exercise the powers 
vested in it by this act-

(1) All the right, tii:le, and interest of the United States in and to 
the United States nitrate plants Nos. 1 and 2, located, respectively, at 
Sheffield, Ala., and Muscle Shoals, Ala., together with aU real estate 
and builtlings connected therewith, all tools and machinery, eq_uipment, 
accessories, and materials belonging thereto, and all laboratories and 
plants used as auxiliaries thereto ; the fixed nitrogen research labora
tory, the Waco limestone quarry in Alabama, and Dam No. 2, located 
in the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoa.ls, its power house, and all hydro
electric and operating appurtenances (except the locks), and all ma
chinery, lands, buildings in connection therewith, is hereby tran:,;ferred 
to the corporation. 

(2) The President is authorized to provide for the transfer to the 
corporation of such other real and personal property of the Unjted 
States as he may, from time to time, deem necessary and proper for 
the purposes of the corporation as herein stated. 

OFFICES AXD ACCOUXTS 

SEc. 9. (a) The corporation shall maintain offices in the District 
of Columbia and in the immediate vicinity of Muscle Shoals, Ala., 
and may establish such agencies or branch offices at such places as 
it deems advisable. The corporation shall be held to be an inhabitant 
and resident of the District of Columbia, and of the northern judicial 
district of Alabama, within the meaning of the laws of the United 
States relating to venue of civil suits. 

(b) The corporation slJall at all times maintain complete and 
accurate books of accounts. 

(c) The Comptroller General of the United States shall once dur
ing January and once during July of each year, and without expense 
to the corporation, make a complete audit of its books, and publish 
as soon as practicable after each audit a statement of the financial 
condition of the corporation in one daily paper in each Federal re erve 
district. Such audits shall be solely for the purpose of obtaining 
infol·mation for sucp statements. 

REPORTS 

SEC. 10. The board shall rue with the President and with the Con
gress, in December of each year, a financial statement and a complete 
report as to the business of the corporation covering the yeal· imme
diatE~ly preceding. 

PE:'fALTIES 
SEc. 11. (a) All general penal statutes relating to the embezzlement, 

conversion, or to the improper handling, retention, use, or disposal of 
public moneys of the United States shall apply to moneys of the cor
poration while in the custody of any officer, employee, or agent of the 
corporation or of the United States. 

(b) Any person who, witll intent to <lefraud the corporation or to 
deceive any director or officer of the corporation or any officer or 
employee of the United States, (1) makes any false entry in any book 
of the corporation, or (2) makes any false report or statement for the 
corporation, shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than 
$10,000 or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 

(c) Any person who shall receive any compensation, rebate, or re
ward or shall enter into any conspiracy, collusion, or agreement, ex
press or implied, with intent to defraud the corporation or to defeat 
its purpm:es shall on conviction thereof be fined not more than $100,-
000 or imprisoned not more than 15 years, or both. 

SUCCESSIO~ 

SEc. 12. Unless otherwise provided by law, the United States shall, 
on July 1, 1934, succeed to all the property, rights, and liabilities of 
the corporation. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. GARRETT of 'l'ennessee. Mr. Speaker--
1\fr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks for the purpose of inserting in the RECORD 

a short resolution passed lJy both lwuses of the State of South 
Carolina in connection with farm legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr UNDERIIILL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
to the placing in the RECORD of this resolution, I do not belie\c 
in encumbering the RECORD with matter--

:M:r. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. I will. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This is a resolution of a legis

lature of a State. I think it has been the cuRtom to permit 
these to go in where they are resolutions of a legislature of a 
State. 

l\lr. Ur\TDERHILL. I have been placing resolutions which I 
receiYe from the Ma sachusetts Legislature in the basket. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection·? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. I object. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. LI~"THICU~I. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

:o address the Hou~e on the 28th of thi month for 20 min
ntes immediately after the reading of the Journal and the dis
position of business on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani
mous consent that on the 28th of this month, after the read
ing of the Journal and disposition of matters on the Speaker's 
table, he may be permitted to addre:::s the House for 20 min
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSOK. Reserving the right to object, on what sub
ject? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. On the one-hundredth anniversary of 
the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion 
for a moment? 

l\Ir. G.A .. RRETT of Tennessee. I will. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BRA.ND of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the debate on Satur
day tbe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TTNCHER] asked me to 
submit for the RECORD a letter from the farm bureau of Ohio, 
and I said I would do so and my reply. I am not interested 
one way or the other in this matter, only in answer to his 
request. I therefore a~k unanimous consent to print these 
letters in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD a letter from the farm bureau 
of Ohio. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. BI.A...""TON. Is the gentleman indi:posed-
Mr. BRAND of Ohio. I do not care. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. ~Ir. Speaker, I object. 
Ur. BURT~JDSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing a concurrent 
re.·olution in the nature of a memorial addressed to the Con
gress by the Legislative Assembly of the State of North Da
kota, requesting it to enact certain legb;lation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota asks 
unanimous com;ent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection--

Mr. BURTNESS. And may I be permitted to say I assume 
the gentleman from Massachu etts [l\lr. UNDERHILL], being on 
his feet. de::-ires to object to that also, and I want to ask him 
before he does that if be wants to take the position here of 
denying the people of a sovereign State the right granted to 
them by the Constitution to petition the Congres ·? 

This comes in the form, not of an ordinary letter or ordinary 
communication or resolution, or something of that sort, but 
directly in the form of a concurrent memorial formally passed 
by both hou8es of the legislature of our State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. L.AGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object--
Mr. UNDERHILL. Re erving the right to object, Mr. 

Speaker, there is a place in the RECORD provided for all these 
petitions and concurrent resolutions. I happened to be chair
man of the committee on Federal relations in the Massa
chusetts Legislature for a period, and during that time the 
Massachusetts Legislature never Rent a petition to Congress, 
becau. e they knew how much effect it bad on Congress, or 
how little effect it had on Congress; and so, Mr. Speake.r, fol
lowing my fundamental objection to printing in the RE-cORD 
these extraneous remarks which have nothing to do particu
larly with us, I must insist upon objeding to all. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
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PERlUSSION TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I a.sk unanimous consent that 
on the morning of the 21st., following the disposition of matter.s 
on the Speaker's table, I may be permitted to address the House 
for 20 minutes. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska ask.s unani
mous con.sent that on the morning of the 21st, following the 
disposition of matters on the Speaker's table, he may address 
the House for 20 minutes. I.s there objection? 

There was no objection. 
M'NARY·HAUGEN FARM RELIEF BILL 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 15474, 
the farm relief bill; and, pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time allotted for general debate be extended 
so as to take in all the balance of the day ; that the time be 
devoted to the discussion of the bill, and the time be equally 
divided between the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AsWELL] 
and myself, for and against. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa a.sks unanimous 
consent that the debate on this bill be extended until the House 
shall adjourn to-day, and that the time be equally divided be
tween himself and the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. TILSON. Is that in accordance with the arrangement 
already made as to the other time? Are there no other terms 
or conditions connected with it? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is to be equally divided between the gen
tleman from Louisiana and myself, and I will yield half my 
time to the gentlem~;tn from Kentucky [Mr. KINcHELOE], and I 
imagine the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. A.sWELL] will yield 
half his time to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FoRT]. 

Mr. TILSON. Will it be divided on tbe same conditions as 
the other time was divided? Will it be done a.s provided for 
under the rules? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. May I inquire if the gentleman from Iowa 

wishes this additi'bnal time in order to permit the discussion of 
the new matter included in the Senate bill, instead of the 
original bill? It seems to me if you are going to do that, this 
would be the proper time to discuss the provisions of the Senate 
bUl. There are some new things in it, and the House should be 
properly informed, I think ; and that additional time should be 
used largely for discussing the new matter in.serted in the Sen
ate bill, which has not been considered by the House or the 
House Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, how much time is remain
ing now of the previous allotment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAuGEN] 
has 1 hour and 2 minutes, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
AsWELL] has 51 minutes, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
TINCHER] has 35 minutes, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
KINCHELOE] has 23 minutes ; in all, 2 hours and 51 minutes. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the situation 
aright, if this unanimous-consent request is agreed to, it does 
not set aside the original agreement, so that a motion could not 
be made to adjourn at the end of 2 hours and 51 minutes debate? 

The SPEAKER. It could not. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding that this 

additional time is to be divided under the same condition.s as 
the original time, I shall have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that the 2 hours and 52 minutes shall include the 
condition that the House shall not adjourn at the expiration of 
that time, but that the time shall be divided as the gentleman 
from Iowa indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does that take care of the suggestion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL]? 

Mr. MAPES. Reserving the right to object, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding, L think the qualifications 
that have been put in make the unanimous request uncertain. 
I would like to ask the Speaker if, with the extension of time, 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE] and the gentle
man from New Jersey [Mr. FoRT] would have any more time 
than they now have? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chail· thinks 
that under the unanimous-consent request the 2 hours and 51 
minutes would be used according to the original allotment, and 

· the remaining time would then be divided in exactly the same 
way as the original time. 

Mr. MAPES. Between the gentlema~ from Louisiana and-
The SPEAKER. Between the four gentlemen. 
Mr. MAPES. Equally between the four gentlemen? 
The SP.EAKER. Yes; in the s~e proportion. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right 
to object, I would like to call the attention--

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in order to give 
time to reach an agreement touching this matter I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present, although I am 
perfectly willing to withhold it. • 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. PURNELL. I should like to know how we can apportion 

the time following the 2 hours and 51 minutes when we have 
no idea when a motion will be made to adjourn. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I suggest that before closing the 
gentlemen adjust the matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it might be well under 
the circumstances to proceed for 2 hours and 52 minutes and 
then make an arrangement for the further allotment of time. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. The gen
tleman from Tennessee has made a point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee withheld it. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair ha.s suggested that we proceed 

and finish the general debate according to the former agreement 
and then have a request made as to further time. Is there 
objection to that? 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DOWELL. When we go into the Committee of the Whole 

on this bill an agreement, of course, can not be made in the 
committee so that it will be necessary to go into the House 
again. 

The SPEAKER. The committee could rise. 
Mr. DOWELL. It might be well to extend the time now for 

an hour or an hour and a half and complete the bill. However, 
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. I.s there objection to the suggestion made 
by the Chair? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(:8;. R. 154J4} to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the 
orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the · 
surplus of agricultural commodities. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 15474, with Mr. MAPES in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 

gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. 
Mr. FULMER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee, I think it comes with poor grace for any Memtier, and 
especially a Member of Congress from the State of Massachu
setts, where they have been receiving for many years protec
tion at the hands of the Congress of the United States at the 
expense of the people of my State of South Carolina and the 
consumers of this country, to stand upon the floor of the House 
and object to the in.sertion in the RIOOoRn of a short resolution 
passed by the people of any sovereign State, expressing their 
views and their sentiments in regard to farm-relief legislation. 
[Applause.] I am glad to have the privilege of being able to 
stand on the floor of the House and have read in my time a 
resolution passed by my people in connection with how they 
feel about farm-relief legislation. I will ask the Clerk to read 
the resolution in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will read 
the resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution 
Whereas the agricultural prosperity of our country depends upon 

the effective control of surplus crop production; and 
Whereas this problem is of such magnitude as to be national in its 

scope; and 
Whereas the condition of the farmers throughout the Nation affects 

the very foundations of our social structure : Now therefore be it 
Resolved by the 1H7UBe of representatives (the senate concurring), 

That OUl' United States Senators and Representatives in Congress be, 
and they hereby are, memorialized to use their influence for the prompt 
passage of such national legislation as will provide for the creation 
of a Federal farm board composed of farmers, which will put agricuJ-
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ture on a par with industry and can effectively control the marketing 
of surplus crops, and that the incorporation of an equalization fee 1n1 
such legislation, with proper safeguards to prevent it from becoming 
excessive, would not be objectionable ; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the United States 
Senators and RepresentaHves in Congress from South Carolina. 

I hereby certify tba t the above is a true copy of a· concurrent reso
lution adopted by the bouse of representatives and concurred in by 
the senate. 

J. V\.ILSON GlBBES, 

Clerk, House of Re[Wesentati'ves, South Oaroli1W. 
FEBRUA-RY 11, 1927. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts [1\lr. UNDERHILL]. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I want the House to under
stand that it is through no discourtesy to the membership that 
I take this stand, but the rules of the House provide that 
through the medium of the basket all of these resolutions shall 
be presented to the House in due form and receive such con
sideration as is necessary. These resolutions from the various 
States are really for the information of the Members of the 
States themselves rather than for general information. So I 
take the stand on that farm-relief legislation, prohibition legis
lation, eighteenth-amendment legislation, and all of those things 
we might as well save our time and refuse unanimous consent 
to have them go in the RECORD. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Wisconsin [:Mr. BERGER]. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have lis
tened to the arguments and have read the literature on the 
various bills intended to remedy the sore plight of the American 
farmers, and I admit that it was not an easy task to make 
up my mind. 

You see, it is this way : 
Whenever I heard the critics of the McNary-Haugen bill 

point out the weaknesses of that measure and proye that it is 
economically unsound, that it is hard of execution, and that it 
will help very little, and even that help can be only temporary, 
I felt that I had to agree with the critics. 

And then when I listened to the arguments of the proponents 
of the bill, showing up the shortcomings and impossibilities 
of the other two bills before the House--the Aswell and the 
Crisp bills-! was in the same position, I could not help but 
-agree. 

In short, I found myself in the position of that "Pennsylvania
Dutch" justice of the peace who listened to the lawyers in a 
damage case. He agreed at first with one of them and then 
with the other. And finally he said that they were both right, 
and decided that the constable bad to pay the costs. [Laughter.] 

In this case the critics on both sides seem to be right, and 
the people will have to pay the cost. [Laughter and applause.] 

Thinking the matter over, however, I thought that of the 
various evils before us it might be wise to choose the smallest. 
And I believe that the McNary-Haugen bill in its present form 
is the least dangerous. [Applause.] And it also possesses a 
virtue which none of the speakers has so far pointed out. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit that when the McNary-Haugen bill 
was up last year I voted against it. I was not quite sure at 
the time that I did rigllt. I am going to vote for it now, and I 
am not any more certain that I am right now. 

The fundamental differences in the bills before us are as 
follows: 

The Crisp and the Aswell bills require a direct subsidy from 
the United States Treasury while the Haugen bill does not. 
[Applause.] 

The Crisp bill makes it directly and definitely a price-fixing 
measure. The Haugen bill does not. [Applause.] 

All the farmers' organizations are opposed to the Crisp and 
Aswell bills. They prefer no legislation at all to those. It is 
not more credit tP,at they want; they want to dispose of their 
surplus. [Applause.] 

The Haugen bill makes for a continued policy of orderly 
marketing. The Crisp bill wants to function in certain emer
gencies only. The Aswell bill will turn it over to a Govern
ment corporation. The Aswell bill is the most "socialistic" 
bill, but it is the devil's own socialism. [Laughter.] 

Complete political control is established by both the Crisp 
and the Aswell bills. In the Haugen bill the farmers' organ
izations will control. And if they make a failure of it they can 
not blame anyone else. [Laughter and applause.] 

Neither the Aswen nor the Crisp bill provide for a restraint 
on overproduction through an equalization fee. The Haugen 
bill does. 

Of course, we must admit that a great deal of logrolling has 
been done by the adherents of the Haugen bill. Considerable 
swapping of votes has taken place. Cotton was taken in. To-

bacco and even rice are now considered basic products. 
[Laughter.] 

But logrolling takes place in the passing of all big bills. 
And I can understand why even the country bankers should 

be so interested in this measure, especially in States like Iowa, 
Kansas, and Nebraska, where the farmers can not pay up their 
mortgages and can not even pay interest on them and where 
bank failures have become epidemic. ' 

Mr. HOWARD. Not in Nebraska. 
Mr. BERGER. Some of them are in Nebraska. I have a 

list here. 
The Haugen bill will undoubtedly also get some Democratic 

support, for the simple reason that the Democrats will want 
"to put the President in a hole.'' The President will either 
!Iave to sign the bill and thereby repudiate the position he took 
m the past, or he will have to veto it and face that great Pull
man farmer, Frank Lowden,. of Illinois, who farms the Pull
man porters, as the farmers' favorite son. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

The greatest danger of the Haugen bill is that if it should 
be successful it will still further encourage overproduction of 
the. staple products: Of course, that is not a danger that is 
facmg the farmer Immediately. 

Another fault of the bill is, we are told, that the farm prod
ucts will be sold cheaper in Europe than at home. In other 
~ords, farmers will get a premium on their export. All the 
btg manufacturing corporations of America however are ex
porting and selling their products abroad cheaper ' than in 
America. 

I. have seen a list of 57 big corporations that are selling 
the1.r products cheaper in Europe than they. are here so if the 
farmers do this, I will forgive them. ' 

Mr. WEFALD. Especially the Harvester Co. · 
Mr. BERGER. Especially the Harvester Co. The gentle

man is right. 
Besides, in the case of the Haugen bill, this fault is in 

reality a virtue, as I shall show later on. 
Ev~rybody agrees that the present overproquction of 30 per 

cent rn wheat, of about 30 per cent in cotton, and of more than 
20 per cent in other farm products is caused mainly by the 
fact that since the war we have lost our European markets 
especially the English and the German markets. ' 

As a matter of fact, there were less foodstuffs produced in 
1925 in the world than there were produced in 1913. 

So these peoples need our grain and our farm products as 
much as ever, or more than ever, only they can not buy because 
the war has ruined their buying power. And both in England 
and in Germany the working class now must exist nearer the 
starvation line than in hundreds of years in the past. . Our 
farm problem is simply a question of finding a market for tbe 
surplus of our farm products. 

By making it possible for these working people of Great 
Britain and Germany and other European countries to buy 
their flour and their meat cheaper we not only enable them to 
get on their feet again, and in course of time become good cus
tomers again, but we are also doing a very humane and social
istic thing. And that is the main reason why this time I am 
going to vote for this bill, especially smce it has been improved. 

The following thought also deserves attention : 
'\Ve had no real cause for getting into the World War. With

out our help and interference--which practically took place the 
very first day the war started, because we sold munitions and 
war materials-the war would have ended about three years 
sooner, and it would have ended in a "draw.'' 

We got nothing out of our interference in that war, except 
123,000 dead, about 200,000 maimed, and a war expense of about 
$40,000,000,000. Our reward was prohibition and the "fiu." 
And we earned the hatred of every European nation. 

All participants would have gone back to work in 1915 if our 
munition makers and profiteers had not kept them in, and 
Europe would have been on its feet a long time ago. And our 
farmers would not have lost their markets. 

It is only a matter of plain international justice that we 
should pay for the sin of our interference. [Laughter]. 

Now, who is to pay? 
We can not make the profiteers pay. They are the real 

patriots-they own the "patria.'' And they did not make us 
go into the war to pay out even a part of their profits again. 
They are "paytriots, because they can make others pay. 

The American working class, at least as far as it is organized, 
will also resist, although the profiteers are very willing to have 
the workers pay in the form of lower wages and longer work
days. 

Under these conditions, as a natural consequence, the farm
ers, who are very poorly organized, had to pay through the loss 
of their markets for the sin of America going into the war. 
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Mr. SABATH. When the gentleman says the farmers were hands. They are in complete agreement in their troubles. · They 

net patriots-- are in the same boat, if you please, on a stormy economic sea. 
Mr. BERGER. Oh, no. I say they were patriots. I know it is the habit of demagogues-not in this House, be-
l think that it is very unjust to make the farmers alone pay cause we have not any here-to say that the interests of the 

for that sin . . I am willing that we should help to atone for the consumer, so called, in the city is antagonistic to the interests of 
war sin by paying the farmers the export premium. I am will-~' the farmer, but there is no antagonism. The farmer also is one 
ing that the European working people shall have bread cheaper of the greatest consumers. The difference between the con
tllan we have it ourselves. I am for the Haugen bill. sumer in the large city and the consumer on the farm is one of 

We are always told that this is the richest country in the degree; it is wholly a matter of relativity. They both suffer 
world. According to the conservative estimate of the Commerce from the same exploitation-the boosting of prices by favored 
Department, we have accumulated more wealth in the last 12 interest, high freight rates on farm products, and the heartless 
vears than all of England accumulated in the whole 1,000 years gouging of avaricious middlemen. 
;>f her existence. The gist of the arguments here goes to show that the farmer 

The national wealth of England is one hundred billions; of is buying in a protected market and selling in an open market. 
Germany, forty billions; of France, fifty-two billions; of In other words, the farmer faces competition with the world 
America, three hundred and twenty-one billions. The United when he tries to sell his products, but when he wants to buy 
~tates to-day boasts of as much wealth as England, Germany, he is obliged out of necessity to buy in a market that is arti-
l!'rance, Italy, Belgium, and Japan combined. ficially inflated by the protective tariff. 

Now, what is the u e of being the richest country in the world Why, then, does not the farmer get up on his hind legs and 
if you can not be charitable? protest against the taliff? That is the question. I pre ·ume 

I shall vote for the Haugen bill as a measure of charity and it is because it is so hard to break away from old party asso
ju.,tice---ehal'ity to our European workers and justice to our ciations, but it is passing strange to me that men in the Demo
American farmers. cratic Party can, nevertheless, break away from the principles 

Nor is the giving of legislative aid to certain classes a novel on which the Democratic Party is founded. The party of 
procedure. Jeff~rson, Cleveland, and Wilson, from its very inception, has 

It was always given to the manufacturers. In fact, the tariff been ded.icated to the principle of " equal rights for all an.d 
walls that we have erected since the very beginning of our special privileges to none." Yet, what .is more in the nature of 
national existence were simply put up s a protection to the a special privilege than tariff schedules pm-posely designed to 
manufacturers. raise the price of products to the consumer? 

It was always given to the railroads in innumerable land If we find any substantial breaking away from that basic 
grants, subsidies, and other forms of Government bounty. principle of democracy among the members of our party in this 

We have always given liberal aid to the bankers; hardly a House, as there was in the Senate, I am going to predict right 
session passes but what we enact some bills for their benefit. here and now that it will be the death knell of the Democratic 

Even the workmen, stepchildren as they are and always were, Party. But gentlemen on the Republican side need take no 
have been given some benefits through legislation, such as encouragement from that, because there is a similar division 
8-hour workdays, child labor laws, workmen's compensation of opinion on your side of the House. 
laws, minimum Wage laWS, and SO forth. TARIFF WALLS AN ANACHRONISM 

We began the work of this Congress by giving millions in The pronouncement in the Declaration of Independence that 
the form of reduced taxation to the richest of the rich. We all men are created equal is no glittering generality, no idle 
gave billions to our European debtors, with which they can formula, but an axiomatic principle necessarily the foundation 
now compete more successfully in their race of building war- stone of all democratic government. The purport of this maxim 
ships and arming battalions. is that all men are equal before the law, entitled to equal pro-

Only the farmers, although they represent the most impor- tection under the law, and obligated to bear equal responsibili
lant industry of our country, :- nd a population of 30,000,000 ties of citizenship. Tariff walls are incompatible with this 
dependent on the farms, have reeeived no remedial legislation doctrine. They must be thrown down here as well as through-
whatever. out the world. They are an anachronism. 

They are in great danger of b~ing pushed down to the level The League of Nations is an ineffectual instrument to bring 
of the European peasant if they do not look out. · peace to the troubled world so long as tariff walls exist. Many 

Om ruling class demands that the American farmers shall respectable authorities maintain that the Great World War had 
provide food and raw material for American industry and for its origin in commercial rivalries. There is much to commend 
American labor at prices no higher than foreign manufacturers that theory, for really there is no apparent occasion anywhere 
and foreign labor get them for in foreign countries, while these in the mouern world for nations to engage in war over political 
manufacturers are enjoying the benefits of a high tariff at the issues. 
present time, and have enjoyed these benefits for many years Political preeminence has sunk into minor importance. Po-
in the past. . · Utical rivalries have become subordinate to questions involving 

Mr. ASWELL. Will the gentleman yield? commercal advantage. Nations used to go to war over dynastic 
:Mr. BERGER. When I get through with my statement I differences, rights of succession, and matters involving court 

will yield. If the gentleman could get me some more time, I jealousies. In -the modern world the only remaining subjects 
will be pleased to yield now. of conti·oversy between nations are closely connected with com

Mr. ASWELL. I just want to ask one question. How many mercia! rivalries. 
farmers has the gentleman in his district? out of these have sprung the tariff barriers erected on the 

Mr. BERGER. I have some few thousand of them. More- frontieJ:S to prevent the fi·ee flow of commercial intercourse, 
over, I represent every Socialist farmer in the country. Gen- the very thing that is the lifeblood of their prosperity. It 
tlemen, I am one of the Members who speaks rarely, and when- is like two men engaged in a test of strengt~ first tying one 
ever I have something to say I wish you would give me a of their arms behind their backs. Neither of the antagonists is 
chance. [Applause.] able to exert his full powers. · 

They call the farmer a "yokel," a hayseed, and a rube, and Witness the condition in Europe to-day. Each nation vying 
make a laughing stock of him. In all seriousness, the fru·mer with the other in erecting tariff barriers to prevent the free 
is the most necessary and the most useful factor in civilization, exchange of commerce. Is it any wonder that their treasuries 
because without him we would not eat. are depleted and their cm·rencies depreciated? 

In any event, I am for him because he is very much the 
under dog at the present time. We Socialists are always with 
the under dog. And therefore I shall vote for the Haugen bill, 
even though it may not be quite sound economically and may 
help only temporarily. [Applause.] 

Please remember the entire capitalist system is not sound 
economically. And it will not last fo1·ever, either. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has expired. 

Mr. ASWELL. I yield 15 nfinutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. GRIFFIN]. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman and colleagues, we are engaged 
in the task of trying to find a remedy to improve the conditlon 
of the farmer. The consensus of opinion is that there fs some
thing wrong with the farmer's business-not with the farmer
he is all right. The city man and the farmer may well shake 

THE MANIFESTO OF THE BANKERS OF THE WORLD 

The bankers of the world understood this fully when they 
issued the manifesto on October 19, 1926, urging the nations 
of Europe to tear down the iniquitous tariff ba1·riers-
so that commerce might flow in its natural channels unimpeded. 

This is the summary of the situation : 
To mark and defend these new frontiers of Europe, licenses, tariffs, 

and prohibitions were imposed with results which experience shows 
already to have been unfortunate for all concerned. One state lost 
its supplies of cheap food, another its supplies of cheap manufactures. 
Industries suffered for want of coal; factories for want of raw ma· 
teriaJs. Behind the customs barriers new local industries were started, 
with DO real economic foundation, Which COuld only be kept alive in 
the face of competition by raising the barriers higher still. Railway 
rates, dictated by political considerations, have made transit and 
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freight ratl'S difficult and costly. Prices have risen, artificial dearness 
has ~en created. Production as a -whole has bel'n diminished. ·Credit 
has contracted and currencies have depreciated. Too many states in 
pursuit of false ideals of national interest have imperiled their own 
welfare and lost sight of the common interests of the world by basing 
their commercial relations on the economic folly which treats all trad
ing as a form of _war. 

Here in this country we have le s reason than the European 
nations to thus tie our own hands. What they have done has 
come from stupid avarice or traditional animosities. We have 
bad no such influences to dictate our policies. We have gone 
into the venture of hampering our commercial freedom with our 
eyes open, but with a mistaken notion of the effect of our 
restrictive laws. 

The world was made for men-not for any particular race. 
God in His wisdom designed that there should be differences 
of races as there are differences of climate. So did He provide 
that each nation should contribute its share of nature's bonn
tie.· for the well-being of man1.'ind. 

A good and just God could not have designed otherwise than 
that these bounties of nature should have free intercourse. 
The barriers that prevent this intercom· e and free exchange 
are the handiwork of greed and selfishness. 

AS W ATilR SEEKS ITS OWN LEVEL 

Our big industrial organizations asked for a tariff, however, 
to protect them from foreign competition. They got it. 'l'heir 
products rose in price. They were content for a time, but as 
water seeks its own level so do prices, which soon adjusted 
themselves to the new artificial economic level. 

Among these things-and the last of the things that rose 
in price-was labor. Wb.en that condition arose our industrial 
friends clamored for another raise in the tariff wall. When 
that was obtained there was a repetition of the same economic 
levels and adjustments. 

THE GROWTH OF THE u PROTECTryE IDEA " 

The growth of the "protective idea " in the United States has 
been gradual and insidious. At first it was a modest and 
trifling tariff of 10 per cent. Then came the Civil War, and 
industries created for war purposes found their existence im
periled by the return of peace. Then, in order to continue 
their existence-, they felt obliged to ask for mox:e and higher 
customs duties; so that by degrees a fal·e protective system was 
gradually elaborated. 

From one tariff to another the process went on, and inva
riably the ingenious beggars would plead as one of their 
arguments that their policy raised wages. So it did; but the 
moment labor began to get its share. the advantage of the 
existing tariff rates was neutralized, and the profits resulting 
from the tariff relapsed to their old ratio. Then, " once again 
into the breach," rode the tariff barons for more booty. 

So the process went on from generation to generation--one 
tariff law after another. The result has been a continuous 
inflation of prices. As each addition was made to the tariff 
schedules the disparity between the American prices and for
eign prices became more marked. 

WHERE THE SHOE PINCHES 

Production in a high market-high as to raw material and 
as to labor--can go on forever so long- as no attempt is made 
to export. Ah, yes, but when that phase is reached we are 
shocked, if you please, to find that American products en4 

counter considerable difficulty in competing with goods pro
duced in less-inflated countries. 

HOW OUR TARIFF SYSTEM AFFECTED OUR SHIPPING 

, The first industry to feel the operation of this economic law 
of equilibrium was our shipping. We found we could not 
compete in the building of ships, nor in their operation, with 
countries whose standards were not inflated by false and arti
ficial economic policies. 

The shipping industry having been destroyed, the economic 
quacks promptly suggested a subsidy as the remedy. 

NOW THE FAR IUERS 

Then came the protests of the farmers, who got the idea that 
when the manufactured products were protected they ought to 
come in for some protection. To appease them a tariff was put 
on farm products. Nothing in the way of economic experiment 
ever turned out so miserably. His condition is now worse than 
before. _ , . 

As with industry in general, so long as production was con
fined to our own boundaries, the healing processes of nature 
overcame the artificial restrictions placed on commerce, but 
when the farmer tried to export he encountered the same diffi
culty as his industrial contemporaries who were the beneficiaries 
of the tariff subsidies. 

The farmer. found _that it was the foreign market that fixed 
the price of his produce. He was helpless. -His industl'ial 
fellow "pa.triots _" ~ had jumped up price:::; so that the farmer 
found that he was buying in a protected market all the n-eces4 

saxies of his life but had to sell his own products at prices fixed 
by foreign markets. • _ . 

THE TAIUFF HAS NOT HELPED THE FARMER 

Wb.at is the deduction to be drawn from this development? 
The tariff has been h·ied and failed as a help to the farmer. 

Would it not be common sense for him to insist that inflation 
should cease and that the industdal magnates should surrender 
a tariff subsidy that made them the special favorites of the 
Nation? Why does not the intelligent farmer wake up? I have 
so profound a confidence in the American farmer, with his 
newspapers and magazines, his radio and telephone, that I 
believe he has awakened, and I do not think that anyone· who 
claims that the American farmer wants this McNary-Haugen 
bill knows what he is talking about. It is against all demo
cratic notions of government that any industry whatever should 
be the special beneficiary of what is tantamount to a subsidy 
in order that it may get better prices for its products. It is 
simply putting your hands in all of the consu.n1ers' pockets in 
order that the favored industries may prosper. I think the 
farmer knows that. 

TARIFF REFOR}! THE ONLY REMEDY 

Up to this hour the Democratic Party has consistently fought 
the protective idea. T_lle most heretofore that the Democratic 
Party has ever conceded has been " a tariff for revenue only." 

I appeal to my colleagues who have in their minds the convic
tions of true democracy to adhere to the issue of" tariff reform." 
Do not break away and sm:render the only bulwark, the only 
issue that distinguishes you from your traditional adversaries. 
If you do, you are gone. 

FALLING OFF IN AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS 

It is conceded that the farmer's chief stand-by is a big 
market abroad. It used to be so. The United States is essen
tially an agricultm·al country. In 1901 agricultural products 
constituted 65 per cent of our total exports. In 1913 it had 
dropped down to 43 per cent of the total exports. Then we 
had the Underwood tariff and what happened? The agricul
tural exports of the United States showed a continuous · and 
consistent increase, so that in 1919 agricultural exports of the 
United States reached 50 per cent of the total. We come now 
to the Fordney tariff, and t.llen what happened? In 1922 the 
Fordney tariff went into operation, and then came an imme
diate decline. In the last fiscKl year, ending June 30, 1926, the 
agrieultural exports dropped down to 40 per cent-the lowest 
point reached in a quarter of a century. There is your objec
tive, gentlemen-more exports. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Would not that take ca~e of the surplus 
also? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. That will attend to the surplus. More ex
ports-that is the remedy. Get away from this idea of trying 
to help the farmer by artificial means. Throw down the 
barriers and let us have a free market. You will then find 
that the farmer will prosper again as he prospered from 1913 
~o 1919. That is one thing that is the matter with the farmer. 

THE EFFECTS OF PROHIBITION 

Another thing that is the matter with the farmer is prohibi
tion. I do not want to ring in a prohibition speech on this 
occasion, as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHAW] did 
in his address on Lincoln, but I wi~h he were here with his 
bottle. I would like to take that up and exhibit it-his bottle 
of Scotch whisky that was imported from Scotland. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman · does not believe that it 
was imported, does he? 
· Mr. GRIFFIN. I take it for granted that it was. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. For the sake of the argument. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. That is right. It is a part of my argument 

that It was imported. We used to make it here. We used to 
turn the golden corn into whisky, and it was sold, and it profited 
the people of the country. To-day, except for the stuff that i~ 
concocted out of denatured alcohol, the bulk of the whisky 
that is consumed (and as much is consumed as there ever was) 
is smuggled from abroad, and it is made of foreign corn and 
foreign cereals. It is not made of American products. That 
accounts for .some of the farmers' troubles. 

1\fr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRIFFIN. I can_ not yield. My time is running. Under 

the Underwood tariff of October 3, 1913, the annual average 
excess of our exports over our imports-in other words, the 
balance of trade in our favor-was $2,355,739,889. Under the 
F~rdney-McCumber Act the balance of trade in our favor. the 
excess of exports over imports. has only been $640,000.000 a 
year. That is the average. It is eonsiderable of a drop. 
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· Those figures are significent. We are not exporting. The 
remedy is · not to give the farmer some artificial~ elaborate struc
ture involving the tremendous outlay of ·$250,000,000 from the 
Treasury of the United States as a so-called "revolving fund"
and that would be only the beginning-because the mechanism 
establi::;hed under this Haugen-McNary bill is obviously only 
the skeleton. We know how the other bureaus of the Govern
ment have expanded, notwithstanding the modest assurances 
given when they began their operations. The Aircraft Bureau, 
for instance; this year our appropriation for that branch will 
be about $3,500,000. Not a bureau has been established in the 
last 25 years of this country's history that has not exceeded the 
anticipated co:t of its operation fourfold-yes, tenfold. 

The best sentiment of the country to-day puts the responsi
bility for the farmer's condition upon the unfair discriminations 
involved in playing favorites through our tariff legislation. The 
McNary-Haugen bill is clas::~ legislation, analogous to tariff sub
sidies, and is utterly antagonistic to democratic principles of 
government. It would simply forge one more link in the in
iquitous chain around the necks of the consumers of our land. 
As the New York World said in an editorial to-day-

Bad as it is, the McNary-Haugen bill is no worse, it no more otren
sively mulcts all the people !or the benefit of part of the people, it is 
no more unjust to the general consumer than the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff act under which we are living. 

· But that is no excuse for passing it. Nevertheless that is 
exactly the way some of our pseudo-economists are talking. 
They say: "The industrial interests have gotten theirs, now let 
the farmer get his," precisely as brigands would talk when 
dividing their booty. But, my colleagues, two wrongs do not 
make a right, and I urge my Democratic colleagues to hold fast 
to their traditions. This bill heads us in the wrong direction. 
I appeal to my Democratic colleagues and to my Republican 
colleagues as well, who are beginning, through the light of ex
perience to realize the iniquities of this protective-tariff system, 
to stand fast to the basic principle of equal rights for all and 
·special privileges for none. [Applause.] 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield :flve minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LINTHICUM]. 
- Mr. LINTHICUM. M.r. Chairman, allow mo to announce ln 
advance that I am opposed to this McNary-Haugen or so-called 
farm relief bill just as I was last year. I once knew a man who 
lived in Prince Georges County, Md., who was possessed of con
siderable money. He conceived the idea that he could make a 
perpetual-motion machine. He assembled a number of large and 
~mall pulleys, little and big cogwheels, a number of · belts, 
·but mainly a large number of heavy weights. He got them all 
together and he completed his machine and started it. It ran 
perfectly. Then he said to one of the farmers in his neighbor
hood, " Bring on your threshing machine and let me show you 
what we can do." They brought the threshing machine. The 
perpetual-motion machin'e operated well, and they threshed 
wheat for about one hour very efficiently. At the expiration of 
that hour all of the stored energy and power given to the wr
petual-motion machine through these weights and adjustments 
of pu Ueys, belts, and so on, was expended, and the machine 
stopped working. My friend's money had all been expended, 
nnd that was the end of it. I think a very similar situation 
will occur with respect to the McNary-Haugen bill. So long 
as the $250,000,000 of Uncle Sam's money lasts, or so long as 
Uncle Sam will pour more money into the hopper, this per
petual motion or revolving fund will continue to work. But 
just as soon as that ceases, then the McNary-Haugen bill will 
cea!:ie in its operations, and the farmer will be worse off for 
haviug ventured upon a sudbsidy idea, and in worse condition 
than he is to-day. It is what might be called a boot strap bill, 
in that it h·ies to have the farmers lift themselves, as it were, by 
their o·wn boot straps, called an equalization fee, to be paid on 
all the products mentioned in the bill-wheat, corn, cotton, 
swine, tobacco. 

Unless some on·e can tell me how to control production and 
how to manage nature, I fail to see how this bill can work. 
Some years we have little rain and little sunshine and a cor
respondingly small crop. Another year we will have plenty 
of sunshine and plenty of rain, and the crop will be bountiful. 

Some of the farmers who receive high prices under the op
eration of this bill wiH want to make more money, just as 
they did during the war, and they will increase their acreage 
and more ·cotton and more tobacco and more wheat and more 
swine will. be produced. Unless you can tell me how you are 
going to take care of that ·increase I can not see how the bill 
can succeed. You will increase the production of . tobacco 
through this bill-another great food product; as somebody 
bas termed it, which has been added to this. measure: We· 
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ought not to forget the · experience of the Burley Tobacco 
Growers' Cooperative Association. This association for the 
past five years has largely controlled Burley tobacco prices. It 
was a powerful organization, capably managed with sufficient 
in:fluence to procure necessary legislation giving it ample credit 
facilities. It raised the price of tobacco by holding the sur
plus off the market, just as the McNary-Haugen bill proposes 
to do. It worked splendidly for a time, except that it could 
not control production, and each year found more money neces
sary by the increasing surplus necessary to be carried over, 
which eventually threatened its financial standing, with the 
result that this association has joined the Corn Belt and jumped 
into the scramble for its part of the $250,000,000 appropriated 
under this McNary-Haugen bill. 

The operations of this bill are to be controlled by 12 mem
bers, one from each of the Federal land-bank districts. They 
must be selected and appointed by the President from a list of 
three eligibles, who are named by a committee of five, known as 
the nominating committee, consisting of five members. Four of 
the five members of the nominating committees are elected by 
farm organizations and cooperatives in land-bank districts. 
The fifth member of the nominating committee is appointed by 
the Secretary of .Agriculture. It will be seen that this Federal 
farm board is not within the control of the Government, be
cause the President is compelled to select them from certain 
names submitted to him by this nominating committee of the 
farm organizations. It constitutes a supergovernment not 
amenable to the President or Congress. 

Each of the members of the board receives a salary of 
$10,000. It could gamble in wheat, cotton, hogs, rice, and other 
crops that might be declared staple, and also tobacco. 

In order to collect the equalization fee it must naturally have 
investigators and inspectors throughout all the country to see 
that the farmer pays his equalization fee on every bale of cot
ton, every bushel of wheat, every hog sold in interstate com
merce, and so on ad infinitum. The farmer would find himself 
abso~u.tely under the control of Government officials prying into 
his affairs. . 

We are told .how poor old Pharaoh suffered from the pests 
brought upon him, but I verily believe before the farmer got 
.through with all this inspection, supe1·vision, and interference, 
he wo1;1ld be worse disgusted than Pharaoh himself. The good 
Lord knows with the boll weevil, the corn borer, grasshoppers, 
hog cholera, foot-and-mouth , disease, and all the pests and in
sects the farmer now has to endure, then to add to his troubles 
this supergovernment provided under the McNary-Haugen bill, 
it seems to me would be more than he could bear. I predict if 
this bill ev~r becomes _ a law. there will be in a few years a 
strong revolt against it by the very people it is supposed to 
hel~to wit, the farmers. , 

Now, let us consider the other fellow, as this bill recognizes 
two classes--the producer and · the consumer. The {!Onsumer 
must stand and deliver so that the producer may receive 
larger prices for the crops he grows; while . I have no doubt 
that the great mass of consumers would be willing to pay 
more for things if they thought it would make the pro
ducing class more prosperous, I verily believe whatever addi
tional price is charged to the consumer will be eaten up by 
this great mass of officeholders and overhead burdens. If we 
are to establish a subsidy, as it were, for the farmer, is it 
not equally fair to establish a subsidy for other industries 
which are not making money! For instance, the New Eng
land cotton mills claim they are unable to make any money 
even under the extraordina1 : high tariff which has been pro
vided. Why _ would it not be proper, under the precedent 
established under this bill, to provide a subsidy for them 
and likewise for all other industries needing resustenance? ' 

Take ·the neighborhood in which I was born, old Anne 
Arundel County, Md. There the truckers have been unable 
for some time to make anythi~g on their investment, and like
wise a very poor living. They are not embraced in this bill· 
in fact, not being producers of any of the crops contained ~ 
this bill, they themselves would be compelled to contribute to 
the farmers subsidized herein. Why would they not have a 
right to come to Congress and say we want legislation which 
will compel the consum-:r to pay us more m.oney for our crops, 
and so on down the list? · If you establish this precedent 
where, oh, where, will it end? ' 

The people of the East and the North pay most of the Na
tion's taxes, and if this McNary-Haugen bill should become a 
law, it would be necessary for them to practically carry the 
farmers u~n their_ backs. It is a subsidy pure and si.J?lpie, 
and so admitted to be, and I am opposed to all subsidies. I 
do not blow ·hot and cold on· such a proposition.- I was op.~s~d 
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to the proposed ship subsidy and voted against it. I was opposed 
to· and am still opposed to the Fordney-McCumber tariff meas
ure, which is nothing more nor les · than a subsidy to the big 
interests of the country. I view subsidies as nothing more nor 
less than parasites upon the United States Treasury to thf.: 
great detriment and injury of the American people. 

I can not blame the farmer for complaining ...about his dire 
situation, and the low m::u·ket for his products, but what I can 
not understand is why the f::u·mers of the West continue to 
vote the Republican ticket and elect those who place upon their 
backs the burden of a high protective tariff. This causes them 
to pay abnormal prices for their own products and is certainly 
one of the main reasons why they find themselves in their im
poverished condition to-day. They buy in a protected market 
and sell in an open market. 

This is a ·proposition to .establish in our own country what 
may be termed an internal protective tariff. The market of 
. ·upply and demand is to be et aside. Production is to be 
manipulated that the prices may be maintained and the poor 
and rich both deprived of the munificent gift of nature while 
the surplus is to be sold abroad for what it may bring and at 
low prices. 

I have heard some of the best Democratic speeches made by 
Republicans in this House upon this measure. They admit 
that the. great trouble with the American farmer is that he is 
compelled to buy in a protected or closed market and must sell 
in the open market; that is, that he pays tribute under the 
Fordney-1\IcCumber tariff upon everything he is compelled to 
buy, but when he goes to sell his surplus he is compelled to 
compete with the markets of the world. This diagnosis is abso
lutely correct, and the remedy would be the reduction of the 
tariff, so as to give the farmer a chance. 
· It is not proposed, however, to do this; but it is intended by 
this McNary-Haugen bill to c1·eate another subsidized olas in 
the person of the farmers, and by the manipulation of a $250,-
000,000 corporation or association raise the prices of food prod
ucts so that the farmer may be able to receive more money for 
his goods. 

Now, if this increase of food prices could be li:niited to those 
of the industries and the trusts and combines, who fatten 'under 
this protective tariff, it might not be a bad idea to let the farm
ers get some of this money back from them, but that is not the 
condition. It is proposed that every citizen who lives upon 
these farm products must stand and deliver under this price 
fixing or price controlled bill. 

The advocates of this bill diagnose the disease properly as 
a protective-tariff cankerous growth, but when they apply the 
remedy they use a curative for a different disease. 

The people of my district are all consumers, earning their 
livelihood in the professions and industries. This bill would 
cost them a vast sum additional for food products, -much of 
which would be wasted under the terms of this iniquitous 
measure, and I propose to protect them by voice and vote as 
far as I am able to do so from this increase in the cost of 
living. 

The Republican Party has brought this state of affairs upon 
the farmers and the country by the passage of the Fordney
McCumber Tariff Act. · This tatiff is bleeding not only the 
farmer but the American consumer; it creates fictitious prices, 
brings about high cost of living, and impoverishes those who
earn their l~ving by the sweat of their brow. 

You will naturally ask me what I suggest as a remedy. I sug
gest three things: First, the reduction of tariff taxes in order 
to reduce the cost of living and the cost of those things neces
sary to the farmer's business ; second, a reduction of the freight 
rates, which will enable him to get his products to the market; 
third, the elimination as far as possible of a large number of 
middlemen, who secure their living by himdling the farmer's 
products and raising the prices thereof before they reach the 
ultimate consumer ; and may I mention as another help, if we 
would all become a little more economical in our expenditures 
for things which we do not need., it would go a long way toward 
helping to bring about prosperity among everyone. I am often 
reminded Of what old Socrates said as he walked through the 
plentiful markets of Athens, "I thank God I do not need all 
these things." If we could adopt a. little more of the spirit and 
economy of Socrates, there would be more money for the things 
we do need. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. May I have a few minutes more? Mr. 

Chairman, I ask to revise and extend my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Maryland? [After a pause.] The Cliafr hears 
none. 

Mr." FUL.MER. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] su'ch time as he may desire of 
the time controlled by l\Ir. KINcHELOE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi·om Kentucky [Mr. KIN
CHELOE] requested the Chair not to recognize anyone to yield 
the 13 minutes remaining to him. · 

Mr. FULMER. That will be perfectly all right. The gentle
man wants about a minute. I will say to the Chah· that the 
gentleman from Kentucky had told me he would yield to him at 
this time. 

The CHAIRl\IAl'f. The Chair will be glad to recognize the 
gentleman except for the fact that he had been reque. ted not to 
yield out of the time of the gentleman fi•om Kentucky. 
. Mr: KINCHELOE. Mr. Ohairman, I yield such time to the 

gentleman from Nebraska as he desires. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. l\Ir. Chairman, I thank the gentle

man from Kentucky. I know the demand that is made upon 
him for time. I think, in fact, most of the Members are in 
much the condition of the Scotchman who said he had heard 
many a speech that changed his mind but never one that 
changed his vote. I 1·epresent in part a State that is more 
dependent upon agriculture than any other State in the Union. 
Only the great States of Iowa, Illinois, and Texa.::; exceed 
Nebraska in agricultural products. · Of course, we are vitally 
interested in this bill, and I am going to vote for H. R 15474, 
the McNary-Haugen bill, not because it is all that I desire as a 
farm-relief measure, but because it is the only bill I shall have 
a chance to vote for in this Congress that holds out even the 
prospect of farm relief. 

I was impressed with what the always eloquent and inform
ing gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] said about the 
lack of organization among farmers-that because they are un
organized ·and other great interests are organized the farmer 
always fails to get his share of the Nation's prosperity. 

It is true that manufacture, transportation, and labor have 
long been organized, and because of their o1·ganization they 
have received much special consideration and favorable legis
lation from Congress. The present tariff and the Esch-Cummins 
law, and the commissions which those laws create, are the cli
I'ect 1·esults of organized efforts by special interests. Those 
interests are made thereby to profit by the laws which they 
have secured. 

Just now when the railroads begin to show such earnings 
that they can no longer conceal them, nor claim they are just 
and reasonable, labor, by force of its organization, is able to 
demand and secure a generous part of these excess profits, but 
when unorganized agriculture asks for reduced freight rate~ 
the farmer is told to stand aside. 

But the McNary-Haugen bill is the result of organized action 
and agreement upon the part of agriculture. The Congress 
and the President are for the first time being made to feel the 
powerful pressure that comes from united farm forces, and 
Congress at least is responding to that pressure. .A.s a result 
of · this organized effort some of the leading statesmen of this 
'House have changed almost oYernight from bitter oppo ition to 
ardent support of the measure. 

Under this bill the Federal farm board will constitute a 
national commission at the capital in the direct interest of 
agriculture, ready at all times to act. The board will be the 
head of a: centralized organization which agriculture has here
tofore lacked but which other interests have long enjoyed in 
Washington. 

The dominating power in national politics to-day is organized 
wealth. Farm wealth is the Nation's biggest bu iness asset, 
but in the past unorganized as a political power. This bill will 
give that wealth a Federal organization through which agri
culture can make its voice heard and its power felt. The Con
gress, and the President I hope, will alike listen to that voice 
and take notice or that power when once it is given form and 
authority through this bill. I want to congratulate the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. HAuGEN] that after years of hard fighting 
against great odds his day of triumph has come. That at last 
the farmer is no longer servant but the master in the house. 
[Applause.] 

The McNary-Haugen bill is plowing a new field. No one ex
pects it to revolutionize economic laws nor legislate money into 
men's pockets. Like any business enterprise, it anticipates 
p1·ofits and losses, and, since the farmer for the first time is to 
share in the benefits and profits, the bill soundly provides he 
shall protect the Federal Treasury from loss. 

It is the only bill before the house that contains this pro
vision. Like any other effective machine, it must have some one 
to rmi it, and this one operates through a Federal boaTel to be 
controlled and named by its beneficiaries. Its enemies say it 
\Till not work. What they l'eally fea1~ is that' it will. 
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The bill names certain basic agricultural commodities, and 

the surplus production of each is to be controlled and mar
keted under the direction of a Federal farm board. The prod
ucts which are specifically designated are: Wheat, corn, cotton, 
rice, and swine. One basic commodity which was included in 
the former bill is not mentioned in the present measure. 

Cattle are omitted from the list of basic farm commodities 
enumerated in section 6 of the present bill. The cow is the 
most valuable animal known to man. Her family, together 
with their products, constitute the greatest item of value in 
the inventory of agricultural wealth. No other domestic ani
mal is so useful, so universal in its distribution, so productive 
of the essentials of life, or contributes so great an amount to 
the sum total of agricultural wealth. The prime purpose of 
the bill is to relieve agricultural distress. The cowman has 
had it in plenty. 

Since the World War the producers and feeders of cattle 
have suffered the greatest losses and most serious reverses 
experienced by those engaged in any of the majQr lines of 
agricultural industry. 

Producers of cotton, rice, and tobacco complain because of 
one bad year in seven. Like the Eyptians of old, the cattle
men have suffered riot only one but seven long lean years of 
constant losses and consequent bankruptcy. If cheap cotton 
and corn have slain their thousands, cheap cattle have slain 
their tens of thousands. Any farm relief that is effective 
should .include cattle and cattle products. 

The sons of the cow carried the pioneer of American civi
lization across the continent. They broke the sod, pulled the 
plow, and furnished transportation to market. The milk of 
the cow fed the children, her hide shod the family, her flesh 
furnished food for the table. Every particle of her body is 
useful to man and, in addition, she fertilizes the farm, which is 
her home, more effectively than can 1\Iuscle Shoals no matter 
whether operated by Henry F9rd of some super power trust. 

The total annual value of C[l_ttle and cattle products equals 
the combined value of the corn, cotton, wheat, tobacco, and 
rice added together. This is shown in a table which I include 
in my remarks. 

Twenty-five millions of cattle of all ages are slaughtered an
nually in the United States for human food. Their farm value 
at present bargain prices amounts to more than $1,600,000,000. 

The market value of the dairy products of the cow annually 
exceeds $2,700,000,000. The combined value of beef and dairy 
products is $4,355,000,000. 

Each year in the United States $1,500,000,000 worth of shoes 
are made from the skins of the cow and her offspring. But 
the farmer is paid only 15 cents for the raw materials from 
which a $15 pair of shoes is made. The farmer is two years 
growing the raw leather. while the manufacturer makes the 
shoes and is ready to sell them to the public in two days. 

The greatest injustice to the producers and consuming public 
is the tremendous loss they each suffer because of the unfair 
profits that middlemen take from them between the time the 
product leaves the farm and it finally reaches the consnming 
public. Unfair tariffs, high transportation charges, and exces
sive profits are the chief plagues of both consumers and pro
ducers. It will take other legislation than is contained in this 
bill to reach these evils. Livestock constitutes the greatest 
investment on the American farm and is the greatest source 
of farm income. It is essential in maintaining the -fertility of 
the soil. 

Swine are the only farm livestock that are included in the 
list of basic commodities named in the bill. At present hogs 
command a profitable price for the farmer. 

Feeders and producers of cattle are still suffering · annual 
losses running into the hundreds of millions of dollars. Hogs 
are said to be included because they are corn consumers and 
thereby reduce the surplus of corn and afford a profitable mar
ket for the grain. 

Cattle annually consume a much greater amount of corn 
than hogs and a majority of the fat hogs sold at public markets 
are fed following cattle that are being themselves fed for 
slaughter. Hogs that are fed following cattle consume but 
little corn except such as falls from the feeding bunks and 
the steers that feed in the same yard. 

Ten bushels of corn fattens the average hog when fed with
out cattle. Eighty-five per cent of all corn produced in the 
United States is fed upon the farm and 75 per cent of the farm 
consumption is fed other stock than hogs, principally cattle, 
sheep, horses, and mules. 

To-day the most profitable commodity produced on the Corn 
Belt farm is the hog and the reason for the satisfactory profit 
is that corn is cheap and hogs are high. 

The cattle industry in its various forms is absolutely essen
tial to the American people and the farmer also. Iowa is the 

greatest farm State in the Union. The total income from 
Iowa farms for 1926, as reported by its agricultural depart
ment, was $712,138,000. The Iowa farmers in Congress sing 
loudly about Iowa being the State where the tall corn grows. 
Only $65,000,000 of farm income in that State during 1926 was 
derived from the sale of corn. Three hundred and thirty-nine 
million four hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars of that 
income was from the sale of livestock; $121,000,000 from dairy 
products. The average price of corn at public markets during 
1926 was 70 cents. At the farm it was 45 cents. · Marketed 
through hogs at 12 cents per pound, corn netted better than 
$1 a bushel. 

·with the cowman it is another story. Beef consumption has 
been reduced by " eat less meat " campaign and adverse propa
ganda until the home market has been seriously affected. The 
production of cattle has been a losing game for seven years 
and yet it is the most important of all farm industries. 

I give below some comparative figures to show the importance 
of the cattle industry and to point out the terrific losses the 
beef cattlemen have suffered because of the contraction of 
credit since 1920, brought on by the financial czars of the Fed
eral reserve system. [Applause.] 
Comparative tables of basic agricultural commodities taken from reports 

of the Bm·eau of Agricultu1·al Economics 
Estimated value of 1926 cotton crop ________________ $1, 170, 000, 000 
Estimated value of 1926 wheat crop________________ ${)97, 589, 000 
Estimated value of 1926 tobacco crop_______________ $245, 000, 000 
Estimated value of 1926 rice croP------------------ $44, 988, 000 
Estimated value of 1926 corn crop _________________ $1,703,430,000 
Estimated number of bogs slaughtered in 1926________ 68, 000, 000 
Estimated value of hogs slaughtered, 1926 ___________ $1, 408, 000, 000 
Estimated bushels of corn consumed by hogs slaugh-

tered____________________ _____________________ 700,000, 000 
Estimated total number of cattle slaughtered in 1926__ 15, 000, 000 
Estimated total number of calves slaughtered in 1926_ 10, 000, 000 
Estimated _total value of cattle slaughtered in 1926 ___ $1, 655, 000, 000 
Estimated total value of dairy products from cattle __ $2, 700, 000, 000 
Estimated total value of cattle products for 1926 _____ $4,355, 000, 000 

Bushels of corn consumed by 25,000,000 cattle slaugb-
tered in 1926---------------- - ----------------- 1,400,000,000 

Bushels of corn consumed by 68,000,000 hogs slaugh-
tered in 1926---------------------------------- 700,000,000 

Total consumed by hogs and cattle___________ 2, 100, 000, 000 

It is conservatively estimated that the shrink in value of 
cattle upon the farms and ranches in the past seven years has 
amounted to at least $300,000,000 annually. 

Table showing comparati·ve farm cen.ffis of livestock 
Total number of cattle, 1926--------------------------- 61, 200. 000 
Total number of cattle, 1911--------------------------- 60, 700, 000 
Total number of sheep, 1926--------------------------- 41, 700, 000 Total number of sheep, 191L __________________________ 45, 000, 000 
Total number of swine, 1926--------------------------- 53, 400, 000 Total number of swine, 191L __________________________ 63, 700, 000 

It will be noted that swine show a decrease of 10,300,000, 
sheep 4,500,000, and cattle an increase of 500,000 in 15 years. 
This table shows at a glance that the present profitable prices 
for swine and sheep is because consumption has swallowed the 
surplus of former years. [Applause.] 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ARNOLD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, the debate on farm relief 

legislation is fast drawing to a close. I have listened with 
considerable interest to the arguments, both pro and con, as 
to the merits and demerits of all proposed legislation. I have 
endeavored, as far as possible, to glean information from out
side sources as to the character of legislation that would serve 
the best interests of the American farmer if enacted into law. 

It was not my purpose to take part in these discussions, 
because I felt that the majority of the membership here, in 
their own minds, had determined the course of action they 
would pursue when called upon to register their choice. I 
feel, however, that I would be derelict in my duty to remain 
silent. The determined opposition to this bill has become so 
pronounced and the propagandists opposing wholesome reme
dial farm legislation have become so insistent and persistent 
in seeking to defeat the character of legislation advocated by 
the farming interests of the country that I desire to state 
briefly some of the reasons that have led me to the conclu
sions I have reached. It may in some small way be of assist
ance to some of the Members here who may have not yet deter
mined the course they will pursue. 

That something should be done to relieve the distress of 
agriculture all will admit. The question for us to determine 
is what that something is and which of the proposed bills 
will serve best the agricultural interests of the country. Agri
culture can not thrive and prosper under the handicap that is 
now imposed upon it. Something somewhere is radically 
wrong. The Government has entered the field and relieved 
other lines of industry matelially-has put props, so to speak, 



3692 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 14 
und~r other lines of human activity that has given them a 
rlistinct advantage ov~r agriculture, and as a result they have 
pro pered largely at the expense of agriculture. 

A restoration of equality between agriculture and other lines 
of industry must be brought about or the farming interests of 
the country will continue in its demoralized state, and the 
already distressed condition will be augmented throughout the 
agricultural sections of America. It is unnecessary for me to 
refer to the various laws that have been enacted that have 
giv-en industry, trade, and commerce an advantage over agri
culture. They have been stressed with such telling effect in 
this debate that nothing can be said by me that would add to 
the enlightenment of the membership along that line. 

At the last Congress I voted for the Haugen bill in preference 
to the other proposals we bad under consideration. I have had 
no occa ·ion to change my views from that time until this. I 
had considerable misgivings as to the workability of the Haugen 
bill as it was before us ·during the last session, but I voted for 
the bill because up to that time it was the best solution pro
po~ed, in my judgment. Since that time the bill we are now 
considering, known as the Haugen bill, has been very materially 
altered, and, in my judgment, it is much more workable and 
practicable than the old Haugen bill. 

The great body of farmers of the country, as far as we are 
able to get it and as far as it is possible to get it in concrete 
form, have spoken to us through their duly constituted repre
sentatives, rE.>gistering approval of the present Haugen bill in 
preference to all others. They say it is practicable and work
able. These men who have made a study of the agricultural 
needs and necessities of the country by their study and investi
gations are well qualified to speak. Their views represent the 
best expert advice we are able to get, and certainly are entitled 
to great weight with us in om· determination of this question. 

If legislation is to be enacted in the interest of the farmers of 
the country, their advice should be followed so long as it is 
within the range of pos ibility and workability. Labor of the 
country has spoken to us through their representatives, asking 
that we enact into law the Haugen bill in their sincere desire 
to restore agriculture to a plane of equality. 

The Haugen bill is distinctly a farmer's bill. It was con
ceived by the farm organizations of the country. It will be con
trolled by the farmers of the country, as it should be. The 
farmers of the country are asking for this legislation because it 
creates the machinery under which they may avail themselves 
of its provisions if they so desire. The growers of any of the 
basic commodities mentioned in the bill that do not care to 
avail themselves of its provisions are under no obligations to 
do so. And the growers of none of the basic commodities in the 
bill are obliged to avail themselves of its provisions unless a 
majority of the growers of that commodity so desire. It is well 
safeguarded in this respect. 

Certainly the growers of a commodity would not call into 
being an operating period for the product grown by them unless 
it was to their interest to ha. ve an operating period. It is 
purely voluntary on their part, and the mere passage of this 
bill, as argued by some, does not force the provisions of the bill 
on the producers of any basic commodity unless such producers 
voluntarily desire it and take the neces ary steps to call into 
effect an operating period. 

The bill has been assailed by some on the ground that it is a 
price-fixing mE.>asure. I deny that it is a price-fixing measure. 
If it is, so are the Crisp and the Aswell bills. The Haugen bill 
is designated to control the surplus above domestic require
ments, that such surplu will not flood the markets and de
moralize market prices. It is designed to promote orderly mar
keting, that the markets will not be flooded at times, thereby 
driving prices downward, and famished at other times, thereby 
driving prices skyward. Prices are bound to have a wide range 
of variation where there is no orderly flow of products to the 
market. The law of supply and demand will determine the 
market prices under this bill, relieved of the weighty exportable 
surplus. The board, if an operating period is ordered, deals 
only in the surplus above domestic requirements and leaves the 
law of supply and demand alone to operate as to domestic 
requirements. . 

Farmers not being able to carry their products along and 
feed them to the market in an orderly manner, the dumping 
process gluts the market at and near harvest time, and as a 
result the farmer gets the low level of prices and the speculator, 
who largely controls the commodity at other times, reaps the 
reward of high prices. This condition can, and I believe will, 
largely be obviated under the operations of the machinery set 
up in the Haugen bill. 

Some of the advocates of the Crisp and Aswell bills, as well 
as opponents of all the bills under consideration, charge that 
the bill is a subsidy bill and that it puts the Government of the 

Unifed States in the business of buying, storing, and selling 
agricultural products at Government expense. Certainly none 
of these advocates can be sincere in such charges. It is true 
under the Haugen bill a fund of $250,000,000 is authorized to 
be provided by the Government under the operation of the bill, 
but under the bill that is merely a revolving fund to be replen
ished by the service charge made on the commodity on which 
an operating period has been ordered. Such replenishment then 
will come from the farmers themselves, the growers of the com
modity on which an operating period has been ordered at their 
own solicitation. 

The Crisp and Aswell bills are purely Government subsidies. 
Each of those bills likewise provides an authorization of an 
appropriation of $250,000,000 for use in operation under the 
bill, but no provision is made for replenishing the fund. There
fore when the fund becomes exhausted it will be necessary to 
come back to Congress and ask that other millions be appro
priated to carry on the operations under those bills. It seems 
to me that a subsidy of this kind, even in the interest of the 
farmers of the country, is unwarranted and unjustifiable in 
view of the fact that the farmers themselves are not asking a 
subsidy of the Government, but are willing to finance their 
own operations. At any rate, I am not willing to resort to the 
Treasury of the United States to carry on · operations under 
either the Crisp or the Aswell bills until the farmers of the 
country, at their own request, are given an opportunity to 
finance their own operations. 1 

It has been argued with great vehemence in this debate that 
to· enact into law the Haugen bill will have the effect of rais
ing the price of agricultural commodities at the farm, and that 
if the price of agricultural commodities at the farm are raised 
it will be an injustice to the consuming public, and the cost 
of living will be greatly enhanced thereby. It may have a. 
tendency to that end, but it would be practically insignificant, 
if any. The price of the finished food product to the consumer 
is stabilized largely on the peak price of the raw commodity 
and not the price the farmer usually receives. 

I submit ihat those voices come largely from the great manu
facturing sections of New England and the big industrial cen
ters of the country. It seems to me that the argument is 
based solely on the ground of selfishness, and as it comes 
largely from the interests that have been made to thrive and 
prosper through the operations of existing tariff laws it shows 
a sordid selfishness that is wholly -unjustifiable. It is rather 
bard for me to conceive the workings of a mind that denies 
to others the things they demand for themselves. They de
mand protection again t world prices through tariff schedules 
which are largely responsible for the disparity in relations 
between agriculture and industry to-day. They ought to con
cede protection to the farming interests of America tbrongh 
legislation designed to have a like effect on agriculture and 
thus establish an equality between agriculture and industry. 

They also tell us that an increa ed price of the commodities 
at the farm will bring about an overproduction, and some go 
on the theory that overproduction is brought about solely by 
high prices. Those who argue from that standpoint are reck
oning fron1 a false premise. 

Inflated prices might have that tendency, but largely the 
cause of our overproduction to-day is low prices at the farm 
strange as it may seem. The farmer has his obligations to meet, 
his taxes are certain, his interest is definite, he must feed and 
clothe his family. The e are charges that are fixed obligations, 
regardless of whether he operates his farm at all or not. With 
these obligations staring him in the face and with low prices ori 
his commodities, he mu t put forth a greater effort to increase 
his production and must put that increased production on the 
market in order to get enough money to meet his fixed expenses. 
He is pushed to the limit of his capacity to operate, and in
creased operation is followed by an increased production, which 
necessarily floods the market and adds to the complexity of 
an increased surplus. 

When a fair price prevails the farmer has it within his own 
power voluntarily to regulate production as far as production 
can be regulated, taking into consideration the elements, crop 
pests, and various things beyond his control. When he gets 
a fair price he at least can control the acreage. With prevail
ing low prices he can not control the acreage, but is spurred on 
to the limit of his capacity to produce. The best way to 
enable the farmer to voluntarily control production through 
limitation of acreage is for him to receive a fair price for his 
commodities, in order that a less production will bring him the 
necessary returns to meet his obligations at the farm. Other
wise you are forcing him involuntarily to add to the surplus 
that is largely the cause of hi.s plight. 

The equalization fee will act as a. deterrent to overproduction, 
as the greater the surplus to be controlled the more money 
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will be required for that purpose. It will, therefore, be to the no attempt to defend it further at that time. I was in hope · 
interest of the farmers to limit production as far as they can when he got the floor the other day and resurrected the chart 
to keep the equalization fee at a minimum. that he would explain why he inserted 23 cents at this point 

This Haugen bill simply aims to control the surplus, creating [indicating]; that is, how he reached the conclusion that an 
the machinery whereby the farmers through their own agency, equalization fee of 23 cents on wheat would be required. I 
not the Government's, may buy, store, or sell to relieve the dared him a year ago to show the computation by which that 
dome:stic market of the surplus. With the surplus removed from figure bad been arrived at. He did not show it then, be did not 
the markets, competition in the open market will raise prices show it the other day, and he will probably never show it to 
on tile commodity at the farm. The surplus that is thus with- you. 
held from the market may then be carried along, not by the I want to make a few comments as to the assertions made 
Government but by an agency of the farmer , and fed out to the on this chart to-day. I am willing to accept it as the basis for 
d t•me. tic market or disposed of abroad, in either event with due my argument, accept the absolute trutll of every figure that is 
regard to orderly marketing. on there and still show its erroneous conclusions. I think I 

The price-stabilization feature of the Haugen bill, through can show you that the Mc:Kary-Haugen bill will be of sub
orderly marketing, is fully as effective as either the Ci-isp or stantial benefit to the wheat raisers of the Northwest. Let us 
the Aswell bills. It seems to me that the Haugen bill has first take the as ·umption as a premise that the world price of 
all the good features and all the possibilities that are claimed wheat controls the price of wheat in the domestic market. 
for either the Crisp bill or the Aswell. bill, and this without There are exceptions to that; but upon that as umption, what 
the ·emblance of a Government subsidy. is the situation? The world price in this hypothetical case 

As it is the bill the farmers want, as they are willing to [indicating] is $1. The Canadian cost of production is 90 cents. 
carry their own burdens through their own agencies, if given The domestic or American production cost is $1.32. Of com·se 
the opportunity, I much prefer to heed their request and give if the Canadian farmer sells his crop in the world's mat·ket 
them the opportunity by establishing the machinery that will he bas no mere 23 cents advantage [indicating] over the Amer
enable them to carry on the business without Government ican farmer, which the gentleman from Kansas complains of 
subi'idy if it is possible so to do. They should be given the when he argues that the McNary-Haugen bill would result in 
opportunity to try it out. · 

This is pioneer legislation it is true, and we should consider such disadvantage would be such a terrible thing; but he has a 
carefully and thoroughly each step that is proposed to be 42 cents advantage over the American farmer. He bas the 
taken. In all legislation out'3ide the beaten path we hear the advantage that comes from the difference in the cost of produc
stock arguments that such legislation is impracticable, un- tion. When the price is controlled by the same market such 
sound, tmworkable, and dangerous, and that if it meets all advantage can not be taken away from hlm. 
other tests, it is unconstitutional. I have tried to weigh all But what is the actual situation under the plan of this bill? 
these matters fairly and impartially; I believe it will meet the The gentleman fi•om Kansas bewails the fact that the American 
constitutional test. Being pioneer legislation, it doubtless will farmer will be at a disadvantage of 23 cents a bushel in com
need correction _in the future; but there will be future Con- petition with the Canadian farmer, but that, at least, brings the 
gre ·ses to make the corrections and changes if necessary. Up American farmer's net loss down considerably under what it is 
to the present it is the result of the best thought and ex- if be sells his grain in the world's market. Selling wheat at 
perience in the American agricultural field for the relief of the world price indicated, $1, which cost $1.32 to produce, 
agriculture. We should pass it and give it a fair trial. Its means a loss of 32 cents per bushel, which in any event would 
succe ·s or failure will depend largely on the board selected. be cut down from 32 cents to 13 cents a bushel. In other words, 
The board is clothed with vast and sweeping powers ; but if the figure he has here on the chart shows a saving of 19 cents 
wi. ·ely and judiciously administered, I think it can and will be a bushel, and 19 cents per bushel to a great many farmers would 
of vast benefit to agriculture in America. mean the difference between success and failure in his farming. 

1\lr. MENGES. l\Ir. Chairman, I am authorized by the ·gen- It would mean a profit to the low-cost producer even if it would 
tleman from Iowa to yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from not cover average cost of production. 
North Dakota [1\:lr. BURTNEss]. What, however, is the objection to his figures as to the equali-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota is zation fee required 1 There is an error of at least 10 cents in 
recognized for 10 minutes. · them. I do not know how the error is made, for he does not 

l\Ir. BURTNESS. l\Ir. Chairman and gentleman of the com- show how he has arrived at his estimate. 
mittee, I do not want to take up unduly the time of the House Here is my computation, which I contend is fair: The average 
discussing the need for farm legislation. But there is one out- crop O\er an ~1-year period has been 831,000,000 bushels. Seed 
standing fact that looms up above all others and can not be and feed used on farms amounts to about 120,000,000 bushels, 
overemphasized. It is shown by this chart [indicating] that leaving 711,000,000 bushels. Assume the maximum possible loss 
the line representing the value of farm products in the terms of of 42 cents per bushel on the amount Mr. TINcHER says must be 
nonagricultural products does not converge toward the line rep- taken off the domestic market, 200,000,000 bushels, and we have 
resenting the latter, but instead during the last year and some a loss of $84,000,000 to be provided by the equalization fee. 
months the two lines have been spreading farther apart. Divide $84,000,000 by the wheat to which the fee would attach, 

You will recall many effective speeches a year ago from op- 711,000,000 bushels, and you get a fee of 11.8 cents per bushel. 
ponents of the McNary-Haugen bill, including a speech delivered Let us be conservative and add 1.2 cents more for operating 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLS], in which it was expen ·es and for additional leeway and you get a total maxi
claimed that it was just a question of a few months before those mum equalization fee of 13 cents, or 10 cents less than as shown 
lines would be brought together and before agriculture would on the Tincher chart. His chart theref01·e creates an erroneous 
be brought to a normal price parity with other forms of indus- impression to that extent and should be corrected accordingly. 
try in this country. In my opinion that argument appealed to What else is pertinent? The application of the equalization 
many and resulted in Members voting against the bilL But fee to the wheat imported, which is permitted if deemed ad
to-day agriculture as a whole stands 20 per cent below normal, visable by the boaru, and which should be levied. Some doubt 
whereas it was 13 per cent a year ago. Proceeds of agriculture has been raised as to the power of the board to apply such a 
can buy only 80 per cent as much of other products as they fee to imports. There is no question about it. The constitu
cou~d before the war. You can not take 13 per cent or 20 per tional question is simply whether we can do so in the regulation 
cent or 10 per cent out of the gross returns of the farmer of of interstate and foreign commerce. If we can regulate it to 
this country at any time and make it possible for him to come the extent of applying the fee in interstate commerce, we can, 
out even. There is not that much profit in the business. of course, do likewise with reference to any wheat that comes 
Remember this relateg to gross returns and not to net returns. into our markets from abroad to be sold here. 
There is no question about it whatsoever. Doctor JACOB..<JTErN's If you take the 1()-.cent error in the estimate of the equaliza
estimate of a $13,000,000,000 reduction in buying power over a tion fee and add to that the equalization fee that would be 
five-year period bas in an additional year been increa ed about applied to the Canadian wheat, if it becomes necessary for the 
.;2,000,000,000 more. · board to impose that equalization fee, you will wipe out all the 

I want to use most of my time to-day in addressing myself advantage which Mr. TINCHER has suggested the Canadian 
particularly to the two charts which our genial friend from farmer would have in our markets in a competitive way. 
Kansas [l\Ir. TINCHER] brought in the other day. You will When that advantage is wiped out, the American farmer is, 
recollect that several times during the course of the debate last of course, 42 cents better off in such competition than be is in 
year he told us be would show by a later chart that the enact- many cases now where he must sell his wheat upon the world's 
ment of this bill would mean absolute ruin for -wheat farmers in market. 
N<;>r~ Dakota and the Northwest, f~r ~hose raising high-quality There is another thing the gentleman from Kansas forgot 
mllhng wheat .. H~ final~y brought I~ m .. I attacked the chart in preparing this chart, or that Mr. Anderson or the millers' 
that very evemng Immediately followmg hiS remarks. He made I association, or whoeT"er is responsible for it, forgot. That is 
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the very important fact, which must be known to them, that it 
is impossible to bring wheat down from Canada into the mar
kets in Minneapolis without at least paying something for so 
doing. I assume the gentleman from Kansas would be able to 
bring down a few bushels upon his stalwart back, bring those 
bushels all the way from Fort William and Port Arthur, around 
the head of Lake Superior, to Duluth, and then down to Min
neapolis, but after he had brought those few bushels down be 
would probably be puffing as badly as some of us do at times 
in the heat of debate, and he puffs about a much as any of us 
do. Sel'iously, however, it costs :from 8 to 10 cents a bushel, 
at least, to have that wheat transported by water and by rall 
into our markets, a very important factor, entirely omitted 
on this chart. I do not know why in the world they omitted it. 

Then the next contention the gentleman from Kansas made 
the other day was this: lle said Mr. Sidney Anderson, a former 
valued Member of this House, bas since last year investigated 
the question, submitted his figures, and he ha pro\ed the cor
rectness of this chart. He then pointed to this graph chart 
brought into the debate by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NEwTO ""] 'l'he theory of the Anderson chart, offered he1·e by 
1\lr. NEWTO~, seems to be to try to show that the present duty 
of 42 cents per bushel is always reflected in the price of the 
northwestern spring wheat. He so attempts by these lines [in
dicating], representing the price of No. 1 dark northern spring 
wheat at Minneapolis and No. 3 Manitoba ·northern at Win
nipeg over a three-year period; but just get this point-! want 
to ask any reasonable man the question first before I submit 
the figures showing in detail the erroneous conclusion reached, 
whether any reasonable man would believe the assertion that 
in September or October, 1925, according to this chart, wheat of 
claimed comparab1e quality was selling in Minneapolis for 50 
cents more than it was in the Winnipeg market, meaning 
dE.>li-very at Port Arthur or Fort William-more than riO 
cents more? Oh, any attempt to make that sort of a claim 
reflects upon the intelligence of the membership of this House, 
because if that were the case we know that trainload after 
trainload would immediately come down :from the Canadian 
Provinces to Duluth and Minneapolis, and there can be no ques
tion about it. However, none came. But what L'3 the joker on 
this chart, which tends to show a state of facts which could not 
possibly have existed? It is as plain as anything to anyone who 
knows anything about the selling o:f wheat. 

The joker is in this word "high." It gives the weekly "high " 
price at Minneapolis for No. 1 dark northern spring wheat. I 
do not blame lli. NEWTON for the fact that he did not emphasize 
the word "high " when this chart was brought in the other 
day and for taking the position he does: Not at all. But what 
are the facts? This chart depicts in the curve the highest price 
1·eceived for one single shipment of grain each day in the Min
neapolis grain trade and it does not represent the average sale 
price, weighted or otherwise, of No. 1 dark northern wheat at 
all. And Mr. NEWTON, of course, has never said it does repre
sent the latter, though many Members doubtless so inferred. 
But it is rather surprising to me that when the e figures were 
taken from the records gotten out by the research department 
of Stanford University, that for the sake of fairness, at least, 
the grain trade or the Millers' Association, represented so ably 
by Mr. Anderson, which prepared this chart, presumably did 
not give us the average price instead of the highest price for a 
single shipment of extra choice wheat. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\.Ir. BURTl\"'ESS. I can not yield in the time I have. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. But I want to correct the gen

tleman's misstatement. The Millers' Association did not pre
pare that chart. I had it prepared under my direction, and the 
idea was mine. 

Mr. BURTNESS. All right; but the figures represented in 
this chart, found in tile gentleman's remarks, were referred to 
by Mr. TINCHER as being furnished Members of Congress by 
M1·. Sidney Anders~n. However, I do not care who made the 
cbart. I want to explain the differences which appear here 
between the Minneapolis and Winnipeg markets, and because of 
lack of time I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my 
remarks by inserting tables showing what the average weighted 
prices were during this particular period at :Minneapolis and 
Winnipeg of various types of grain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Dakota has expired. The gentleman has that right of exten
sion under the order of the House. 

Mr. BURTNESS. As I understand, I have the right to ex
tend my own remarks, but these tables would not be my own 
remarks. They have been prepared upon information furnished 
by the Department of Agriculture and can not be disputed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's 
request? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MENGES. Mr. Chainnan, I yield the gentleman three 

additional minutes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. I will put all of the figures in the RECORD 

and just give my conclusions th·ere:from. From 1923 to 1924, when 
the 1923 crop was being marketeti and when Canada had a 
wonderful crop and when in the pring-wheat country we had 
a poor Cl'OP the American farmer did get the benefit of 25 to 
30 cents per bushel from the tariff. The duty was then 30 
cent . That type of wheat was not on an export basis. Our 
millers needed more of it than the American fru·mers could 
furnish. 

During the crop 'eason of 1024, however, I mean the 
marketing season for that crop, I venture the assertion, and 
it will be established by the detailed facts, that not one single 
penny of the tariff was reflected in the price to the producer 
of northwestern wheat, but that, on the other hand, by and 
large, the amount received for wheat in the Canadian market 
was equal to or higher than that recei\ed in the American 
markets. Every well-informed farmer and bu ine s man in 
our country knows this to be the fact. As one growing wheat 
and watching the markets from year to year, I know whereof 
I speak. I live 90 miles from the Canadian border and many 
of my neighbors and con tituents own land in Canada who 
tell me of their· marketing experiences each year. 

Then when the 1925 crop was harvested the situation had 
changed somewhat, and that year, during the crop season, there 
was a very sub5i:antial benefit from the tariff, a benefit rang
ing :from 20 cents to 35 cents and averaging possibly 25 to 30 
cents, a greater benefit than in the average year. There wa 
a special reason also for this. Our total wheat crop in this 
country was only 676,000,0000 bushels. The American millers 
needed our high-protein wheat. We were fortunate that year 
in this respect. 

But when the 1926 crop came along we find a total produc
tion of 832,000,000 bushels, lots of protein in the Southwestern 
wheat as well as ·in the Northwestern, with the result that last 
fall when most of our farmers were mai·keting their ...,rain 
the benefit from the tariff was very slight. Premiums paid for 
protein were low. If I say 12 cents a bushel, I am not far 
wrong. Naturally we would like the full benefit of 42 cents, 
the amount fairly representing the difference in the cost of 
producing wheat in the United States and Canada. From t.be 
detailed figures I will insert, you can draw yom· own con
clusions. 

The situation is simply this: The enactment of the McNary
Haugen bill is intended to giYe us the full benefit of the tariff, 
whether 42 cents or some other figure per bushel, each and 
every year, instead of once in a while, less the equalization 
fee. 'Vhen we have conditions such as we had in 1024 the fee 
would be about 12 cents per bushel when we are on an export 
basis, or a net gain of 30 cents per bushel. In other years the 
net gain would be less, of course, although in such years the 
equalization fee would be smaller. If the wheat of lower 
quality i raised in price, there is no doubt but that higher 
quality wheat will contihue to dema.nd a premium, limited, of 
course, at the maximum to the world price for such wheat 
plus the tariff duty and the cost of transportation from tile 
foreign markets to ours. 

This bill can not do anything except to sell our surplus in an 
orderly way, thus tabllizing world markets, and then in the 
domestic markets operate behind the protection that is afforded 
by the tariff and the additional protection that is afforded by 
the cost of transportation, with a view of maintaining Ameri
can prices for American products. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Dakota bas again expired. 

1\lr. BURTNESS. Iu submitting tables under leave to extend 
I desire to say I question the contention made by Mr. NEWTO. 
that Manitoba northern Xo. 3 is comparable to Minneapolis dark 
northern spring No. 1. This is a controversial question. Some 
claim No. 1 at both places are the nearest comparable. I will 
append tables giving prices of both ~o. 1 and No.3 in the Winni
peg market. Experts in the Department of Agriculture have 
told me that No. 2 l\Ianitoba seems to them to be nearest com
parable to No. 1 dark northern spring as a milling wheat. In 
drawing my conclusions, hereinbefore given, I have given 
weight to that suggestion. 

Dark northern spring No. 1, while all a splendid wheat above 
certain requirements, differs greatly in value in certain years. 
Sometimes the spread is as high as 30 cents or more ; hence 
the unfah'Iless of the Newton chart. In the tables submitted 
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all sales of wheat of that high grade are considered and prop
erly averaged. This is the system used by the Department of 
Agriculture in the Annual Yearbook. The ta.bles are as follows, 
and should be compared with the ta.bles at page 2999 of the 
RECORD, 5Ubmitted by Mr. NEWTON: 

WHEAT 

Wmghted a'!;etage cash sales No. 1 dar.k norl1ten~ spring wheat in 
Minneapolis, and cash closing No. 1 and No. 8 Manitoba n.orthet'n 
wheat in Wt.ft1"iipeg, Ju~y, 1923-June, 1926 

Crop year Minne
apolis 

Winnipeg Ditrer-
1-------l ence be

tween 
No.1 
dark 

No.1 No.3 

northern 
Minne
apolis, 

and No.1 
Manitoba 
northern 
Winni

peg _______________ , ___ ---------
1923 

Week: ending-
July 7 _________ ------ ______ ------------
July 14... -------------------------------
July 21. _____________ ------------------
July 28 •.• -----------------------------
Aug. 4...--------------------- ________ ---
Aug. 11. __ ·------------ _____ ----- ____ _ 
Aug. 18. __ ---------------------------
Aug . 25 ..••••• -------------.----------Sept. 1. ______ •• ______________________ _ 
Sept. 8. ___ -- -------- _____ ------- ___ ---
Sept. 15 __________________ -------------
Sept. 22------------ _________________ _ _ 
Sept. 29------------------------- __ ---
Oct. 6 .. _ ------------------------------
Oct. 13------------- ____ ------------- .. 
Oct. 20.-------------------------------Oct. 27 __ • _____ ------------- __________ _ 
Nov. 3. ____ ---------------------- .. ---
Nov. 10.------------------------------
Nov. 17 _____ ---------------- _________ _ 
Nov. 24.-------------- ______________ _ _ 
Dec. L . . ~-- ---------------------------
Dec. 8 __ _____ --------.-----------------
Dec. 15 _____ • ------------------------ __ Dec. 22 __ ____________________ ----------
Dec. 29 _______ _______ ___ -------- ______ _ 

1924 
Week ending-

Jan. 5 .. __ _____ • ___ --------------------
J an . 12. _____ --------------------------
Jan. 19 _____ ----- - ---------------------J:in. 26 ... ___________ __________ --------
Feb. 2 ________ ______ __________________ _ 
Feb. 9 ______ ------------ __________ ____ _ 
Feb. 16 _____ -------------- _____ --------
Feb. 23 ______ -------------- ___________ _ 
1\Iar. 1. ________ ---------------------- _ 
1\!ar. 8.-------------------------------
~Iar. 15. ___ ___ ------------------ _____ _ 
JYiar. 22. _ -------------- _____ _________ _ 
JYiar. 29. _. ____ _. _______________________ _ 

Apr. 5 ______ --------------------------
Apr. 12. _ -----------------------------
Apr. 19. __ ------------------- ___ ------
Apr. 26. __ ----------------------------
1\.fay 3 ___ ____ --------------------------
May 10 _____________ -- -----·---------- _ 
JYiay 17-------------------- ------------
May 24. _______ -----------------------
JI.,Iay 31. _ ----------------- ___________ _ 
June 7 __ ------------------------------
June 14 . ___ __ ------------------------ _ 
June 21 . _____ __ ------------- ____ ------
June 28. ___ ---------------------------
July 5. _ --- _ ------------------ _ -------. 
July 12 .. ----------------- ----- ------- 
July 19 .. -----------------------------
July 26.--------- ---------------------
Aug. 2.-------------------------------
Aug. 9 . ________ ----------------- _____ _ 
Aug. 16. ____ -----------0--------------
Aug. 23 .• ---------------------------- _ 
Aug. 30. --- ---------------------------
Sept . 6 ___ -----------------------------Sept . 13 _____________ _________________ _ 

Sept. 20. ___ ------------------- ___ -----
Sept. 27-------------------------------
Oct. 4_ ----- - ---------------~---- _____ _ 
Oct. 11.------------------------.------Oct. 18. ________ ---- ___ -------- ____ ___ _ 
Oct. 25. __ • __ ---- _____________________ _ 

Nov. 1. ------------------------------
NOV. 8.-------------------------------
Nov. 15. ___ ---------------------------
Nov. 22. ------------- _ ------- ________ _ 
Nov. 29. _ -------- ----------- __ ------ __ 
Dec. 6 ____ -----------------------------
Dec. 13 ___ ______ -----------------------
Dec. 20 _________ -----------------------
Dec. Z7 _____ ---------------------------

Gents per 
ltu.shel 

119.0 
118.3 
115.0 
120.0 
120.-i 
120.6 
123.3 
122.3 
125.3 
129.4 
127.2 
123.8 
124. 5 
124.8 
127.0 
125.3 
126.2 
123.8 
118.7 
117.0 
118.2 
118.6 
121.5 
120.8 
117.3 
116.0 

121.2 
123.5 
12-!.2 
123.8 
126.0 
127.3 
126.0 
127.4 
126.0 
127.7 
127 • . 
126.7 
123.7 
124. 7 
124.. 5 
124.6 
128.2 
126.5 
130.0 
129.2 
130.8 
131.2 
128.5 
133.7 
143.5 
143.8 
145.0 
142.2 
148.7 
150.2 
151.8 
liiO. 2 
141.5 
138.7 
134.3 132.2 
132.7 
137.5 
139.6 
148.5 
153.7 
155.0 
150.2 
146.3 
148.0 
160.0 
148.2 
HiO. 2 
162.5 
167.7 
176.5 
179.6 

Gents per 
bu:thel 

111.9 
108.2 
106.8 
107.6 
106.9 
108.0 
111.5 
118.5 
117.5 
116.3 
109.3 
101. 1 
97.9 
98.9 
99.1 
96.5 
96.7 
97.8 
97.5 
97.5 
97.8 
95.6 
95.7 
92.4 
92.1 
92.3 

94.2 
96.6 
96.9 
00.8 
98.3 
99.9 
99.4 

100.0 
99.9 

100.0 
97.9 
98.1 
96.1 
96.7 
97.7 
98.9 
99.0 

101.0 
102.8 
103.0 
105.7 
106.9 
106.9 
110.5 
117.5 
119.1 
122.9 
123.2 
136.0 
144.4 
150.8 
148.5 
146.7 
140.0 
136.6 
136.1 
138. 7 
142.8 
146.6 
156.6 
164.2 
163.3 
156.9 
153.0 
159.7 
168.4 
166.3 
165.4 
162.3 
167.9 
175.0 
182.3 

Gents per 
bushel 

106.-t 
101.9 
99.6 

100.4 
00.7 

101.1 
104.4 
110.2 
107.5 
106.9 
99.1 
95.8 
92.1 
93.5 
93.0 
89.0 
88.7 
8'J.8 
89.5 
89.3 
89.5 
87.1 
87.0 
84.5 
84.1 
84.4 

86.2 
88.7 
89.3 
89.2 
91.1 
93.0 
92.5 
92.7 
92.3 
92.5 
90.8 
91.2 
88.9 
89.5 
90.4 
91.7 
91.8 
94.2 
96.2 
96.3 
99.1 

100.3 
100.2 
103.5 
110.5 
111.5 
115.2 
115.3 
128.0 
136.0 
141.9 
139.1 
136.7 
132.8 
128.3 
127.6 
132.1 
137.2 
141.5 
148.9 
154.3 
153.6 
148.0 
143.3 
147.4 
156.7 
155.6 
155.3 
151.3 
157.0 
165.0 
172.1 

Offlts per 
'ft!l.Bhel 

7.1 
10.1 
8. 2 

12.4 
13.5 
12.6 
11.8 
3.8 
7.8 

13.1 
11.9 
22.7 
26.6 
25.9 
27.9 
28.8 
29.5 
25.0 
21.2 
19.5 
20.4 
23.0 
25.8 
28.4 
25.2 
23.7 

27.0 
26. 'J 
27.3 
27.0 
27.7 
27.4 
26.4 
27.4 
26. 1 
27.7 
29.1 
28.8 
27.6 
28.0 
26.8 
25.7 
29.2 
25.5 
27.2 
26.2 
25.1 
24.3 
21.6 
23.2 
26.0 
24.7 
22.1 
19.0 
12.7 
5.8 
1.0 
1.7 

-5.8 
-1.3 
-2.3 
-3.9 
-6.0 
-5.3 
-7.1 
-8.1 

-10.5 
-8.3 
-6.7 
-6.3 

-ll.7 
-8..{ 
-8.1 
-5.2 
+.2 
-.2 
1. 5 
2.9 

Weighted average cash sales No. 1 dark t~ol'therlt sp1·ing wheat in 
MmneapoU.s, a,~d ca.sh closit~g No. 1 and No. 8 Manitoba northe-rn 
whea-t 11111 Wt.tl®i.peg, J1t.ly, 1923-J·UTM, 1926--Continued 

Crop year 

1925 
Week ending-

Jan. 3 ___ ·--------------------------- --
Jan. 10 •.. ------------ __ -- _ -----------
Jan. 17-------------------------------
Jan. 24 -------------------------------
Jan. 31.------------------------------ _ 
Feb. 7---------------------------------
Feb. 14... ______________ ---· -----.-------
Feb. 21. •.... -------- --- _ --------------
Feb. 28 _______________ -----------------
Mar. 7 ___ -----------------------------
~far. 14. -----------------------------
Mar. 21.-----------------------------
Mar. 28. _____ ---------------------· __ _ 
Apr. (.. _______________ ----------------
Apr. 1L ______ -----------------------·-
Apr. 18 ________ --------- _ --------------
Apr. 25 _______ --- - ------- - -------------
1\ia.y 2.----------------- -·-- ---------
May 9. __ -----------------------------
May 16. ___ ------ _ --------------------
May 23 . ____ --------------------------
1\fay 30. __ ----------------------------
June 6. ________________ ---------------
June 13 ____ _ -------- ___ -------- ______ _ 
June 20 ___ • ------- ________________ ___ _ 

June 27-------------------------------
July 4 _________________ --------- -- -----
July 11_ ___ ----------------------------
July 18 __ _ -----------------------------
July 25.-------------------------------Aug. 1. __ ------ _______________ _______ _ 

Aug. 8 •• ------------------------------

!~~: ~= = = ===========================] 

t~11: ~ = = == === :: ===== = = = = = === == == = = == =' Sept. 19 ____ ___ : ____ -------------------

. ~~~-3~~~=========~===~ ~~~~~~~==~~~=~=~ Oct. 10 _____ _. ___________________ -------
Oct. 17 __ --------------- ____ -----------Oct. 24 _____________ -------- __________ _ 
Oct, 31. ______________________________ _ 

Nov. 7 _ ------------------------------
Nov. 14. _ -----------------------------
Nov. 21. _ ----------- ___ ----------- - -- _ 
Nov. 28.------------------------------Dec. 5. _______ ----------- ___ _________ _ 
Dec. 12. ____ --------------------------
Dec. 19 ________ ---------------------- -Dec. 26. ________________ _____________ _ 

1926 Week ending-Jan. 2 •. ________ • _____________________ _ 

~:: i6::===~====== =·========= ========== 
Jan. 23. _ --------------- - ------------- _ Jan. 30 _______________ .. : ______ --------
Feb. 6. _____ ------ _ ------------ -------
Feb. 13. ___________ -------- --·--- _____ _ 
Feb. 20. ___________ ----------------- __ 
Feb. 27 _. ___ ----------------------- __ _ 
Mar. 6. _______________ ----------------
Mar.13. -----------------------------
Mar. 20.------------------------------
Mar. 27 _ --------------- _ ----------- __ _ 
Apr. 3. __________ ------------- _______ _ 
Apr. 10 .. ______ --------- ____ ------ ___ _ 
Apr. 17 ____ • --=--- ---------- __ --------
Apr. 24 __ _ ------------------ _________ _ 
May 1 ..• ------------ _______ ----------
May 8. __ -------·- ------------------ __ 
May 15 . .... ------------------------- __ 
May 22. _ ----------------------- _____ _ 
May 21L ----------------------------
June 5 .• ------------------------------
June 12. _ ------------------------- ___ _ 
June 19. _ ----------------------------
June 26 .. ----------------------------
June 30. _ ----------·------------------July 2 ________________ --------- ______ _ _ 
July g ______________________________ ---
July 16 ___________________ -------------
July 23 __ _______ --------- --------------
1 uly 30. ----· -------------------------
Ang. 6. _______ ------------------------

Aug. 13.-----------------------------
Aug. 20.------------------------------

Minne
apolis 

Cwts per 
bushel 

186.6 
188.5 
192.0 
196.0 
207.0 
196.5 
188. ,1 
189.3 
196.8 
198.5 
184.8 
16.5. 7 
167.5 
152.8 
161.2 166.3 
160.8 
161.2 
170.2 
170.0 
177.2 
177.8 
176.0 
175.2 
166.7 
166.7 
157.6 
159.8 
172.0 
170.3 
169.8 
175.7 
169.2 
168.7 
166.2 
163.0 
159.6 
160.2 
156.2 
151.5 
155.5 
159.5 
160.5 
162. 7 
163.7 
163.8 
167.3 
171 
178.8 
177.8 
173.5 
173.5 

18!.8 
183.3 
177 
176 
177 
180.2 
170.8 
171 
173.6 
166.7 
170.3 
169.5 
161:5 
162.8 
163.5 
169.7 
169.7 
167 
165 
164.8 
163.7 
163.7 
163.4 
173.8 
171. 5 
162.7 
161 
162 
175 
182 
183 
167 
167 
164 
157 

Winnipeg Ditrer-
1----,.------.J er~~~-

No.l 
dark 

northern 
Minne

No.1 No.3 apolis, 
and No.1 
Manitoba 
northern 

Ge'Tit& per 
bushel 

184.0 
186.7 
193.0 
197.4 
211. 5 
200.6 
191.9 
194. 1 
199.2 
197.6 
184.4 
165.7 
166.7 
H5.6 
156.5 
159.0 
158.9 
161.9 
176.4 
178.0 
187.6 
192.7 
180.8 
177.2 
165.9 
165.5 
158.9 
160.9 
166. 8 
161.9 
160.9 
171.2 
168.8 
170.7 
163.2 
1!12. 2 
145.2 
135.6 
128.4 
121.0 
124.0 
126.2 
128.2 
133.4 
136.1 
137.0 
141.9 
151.3 
161.5 
159.4 
152.1 
149.6 

159.9 
158.7 
155.2 
155. 4 
156.6 
159.9 
154.7 153.3 
150.9 
144.2 
147.5 
150.6 
149.6 
151.2 
153.2 
157.4 
160.9 
158.6 
154.2 
154 
152. 9 
153.7 
151 
154.7 
154.8 
152.2 
151.8 
152 
156 
162 
161 
160 
155 
153 
152 

Winni
peg 

I 
cg~~~~n I Gb~::J?~t 

173. 1 2. 6 
174.8 1.8 
181.3 -LO 
185.9 -1.4 
200.1 -4. 5 
189.5 -4.1 
182.1 -3 . .5 
185.4 -4.8 
190.9 2. 4 
188.9 .9 
175.0 . 4 
155.8 .0 
157.0 . 8 
136.6 7. 2 
146. 5 4. 7 
148.9 7. 3 
150. 2 1. 9 
1.53.4 - . 7 
168.4 -6.2 
170.0 - 8.0 
179.6 -10.4 
183.9 -14.9 
170.5 -4.8 
168.7 -2.0 
156. 9 +.8 
156.3 +1.2 
149.4 1. 3 
150.9 1.1 
158.7 5. 2 
154.1 8.4 
152.9 8.9 
164.4 4. 5 
162. 9 .4 
1fi2.3 -2.0 
154.7 +3.0 
146.6 10.8 
138.4 14.4 
130.2 24.6 
123.2 27.8 
116.1 30.5 
118.9 31. 5 
119.0 33.3 
120.0 32.3 125.3 29.3 
129.4 27.6 
130.5 26. 8 
134.7 25.4 
144.8 19.7 
155.2 li.3 
150.6 18.4 
143.8 21.4 
141.5 23.9 

151.5 
149 
144.7 
144.9 
145.5 
148.9 
144.1 
143.3 
141.1 
134.6 
137.3 
139. 5 
138.1 
139.2 
141.3 
146.2 
150 
148 
144.5 
144.7 
143.6 
145.1 
141.9 
145.7 
145.6 
142.9 
142.2 
142 
146 
152 
151 
150 
145 
140 
138 

24.9 
24.6 
21.8 
20.6 
20.4 
20.3 
16.1 
17.7 
22.7 
22.5 
22.8 
18.9 
11.9 
11.6 
10.3 
12.3 
8.8 
8.4 

10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10 
12.4 
19.1 
16.7 
10.5 
9.2 

10 
19 
20 
22 
7 

12 
11 
5 
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'Weighted average cash sales 'No. 1 dark ~wrthe·m spritlfl toheat in. 
' Mtnneapoli~, and ca.s1' closbU,J No. 1 and No. 3 Manitoba norther,. 
1 w1b8(tt i1~ lVin'Tiipeg, Ji,T'IJ, 1923-Jun.e, 1920--Continued 

Winnipeg Di:ffer-
1-------1 e~;ee~-

Crop year 

1926-0ontinued 

Week ending-
Aug. 27 __ ----------------------------
Sept. a _____ ------------~--------------
Sept. 10 .• ----------------------------
Sept. 17------------------------------Sept. 2! ____________________ -----------

Oct. L -------------------------------
Oct. 8.-------------------------------
Oct. 15.------------- -----·------------Oct. 22 •• _____________________ -------- _ 
Oct. 29 ___ ------------------- ---------· 
Nov. 5.-------------------------------
No'. 12. ________ ----------------------
Nov. 19-------------------- ___ --------
Nov. 20. -------------------·---------
Dec. 3.-------------------------------
Dec. 10 •.• -----------------------------
Dec. 17 ___ --------------------------- __ 
Dec. 24..------------------------------
Dec. 31. _______ -----------------------

1927 

Jan. 7---------------------------------Jan. 14 _____________________________ --

Jan. 21. ____ --------------------------
Jan. 28--------------------------------Feb. 4 ____ -------- _ ----- ______________ _ 

1\finne
apolis 

Cents per 
bushel 

156 
148 
145 
]50 
151 
152 
1&3 
153 
153 
153 
149 
150 
145 
144 
146 
149 
146 
149 
147 

loW 
147 
147 
147 
146 

No.1 No.3 

Cents p~r 
bushel 

150 
145 
145 
145 
143 
142 
140 
139 
147 
147 
145 
145 
140 
139 
135 
134 
131 
135 
134 

133 
134 
135 
139 
140 

Cw~ per 
bushel 

136 
132 
129 
134 
134 
136 
133 
132 
142 
139 
135 
136 
130 
129 
124 
123 
121 
124 
123 

121 
121 
123 
126 
127 

No.l 
dark 

northern 
Minne
apolis, 

and No.1 
Manitoba 
northern 
Winni

peg 

Cents per 
btUhel 

6 
3 
0 
5 
8 

10 
13 
14 
6 
6 
! 
5 
5 
6 

11 
15 
15 
14 
13 

13 
13 
12 
8 
6 

The authority quoted by the opponents of the bill, the food 
research institute of ~tanford University, at page 30 of volume 
3, No. 1, No'\"'ember, 1926, finds that over the three-year period 
under review-1923-1926--" No. 3 Manitoba northern stood at 
import-price parity at Minneapolis with No. 1 dark northern in 
only 17 weeks, uut in 54 weeks at Buffalo. Nearly all of these 
week· occurred during the year 1923-24." 

If Canadian wheat could find a market here a.t the world 
price plus the tariff, it would be imported in large quantities. 
This has not taken place since the passage of the emergency 
tariff act in 1921. The large!'it importations were in t11e year 
1923-24 when the 30-<!ent duty was largely reflected in the 
price. Since then the importations ha'\"'c ueen only nominal. 
They ha Ye been as follows : 

Bushels 
1923-24 _____________________________________________ 13,680,934 

1924-25--------------------------------------------- 270,452 
102~26--------------------------------------------- 1, 664,858 
July 1, 1!:126, to Feb. 5, 10~·7 --------------------------- 4, 000 

So many erroneous impressions are abroad as to the effect 
of increased acrea~es on production, present large production, 
and so forth, that I deem it advisable to append a short table 
giving acreage, yield, production, and average farm price on 
December 1 of each year since pre-war times. It is to be 
noted that both average acreage and production have been less 
for the years 1921 to 1926, inclusive, than fo1· the years 1914 to 
1920, inclu ive, in spite of normal growth of population. Con
trary to the belief of some there is no overproduction as com
pared with the normal: 

Table giti11g acreage, viel.d, production, a.n<l a~:crage "(arn~ price on 
Decembc1· 1 since 1909 

Year avernge .Acreage 
harvested 

1009-1913, average ___________________ 47,097,000 
1914._ __________________________ _. _____ 53,541,000 
1915________________________________ 60, 469,000 
1916 ____________ -------------------- 52, 316,000 
1917--------------------------------- 45,089, ()()() 
HilS •..••• : •••.••.••••.•••••••••••••• 59,181,000 
1919 _________________________________ 75,694,000 

lll20 •.••• ~- -------------------------- 61, 143,000 1914-1920, average __________________ 58, W5, 000 
1921------------------·-------------- 63,696,000 

Average 
yield 

per acre 

.Average 
farm price 

Production per 

14. 7 690, 108, 000 
16. 6 891, 017, 000 
17.0. 1,025,801,000 
12. 2 636, 318, 000 
14. 1 636, 655, 000 
15. 6 921, 4.38, 000 
12. 8 967,079,000 
13. 6 833, 027, ()()() 
14. 5 844, 605, 000 
12. 8 814, 905, 000 

bushel 
Dec. I 

Ce'Tii.s 
85.7 
!!8.6 
91.9 

160.3 
200.8 
204.2 
214.9 
lt3. 7 
156. 9 
ll2.6 

Table giving acreage, yield, prod.uctimz, and a~et·agc farm tWice otl . 
Decem'Oer 1 Binoe 1909--Conti.nued 

Year average Acreage 
harvested 

Average 
yield 

per acre 

.Average 
Carmprfce 

Production per 
bushel 
Dec.1 

1922 _____________________________ _ 
11l2:L ____________ -----~- _______ _ 

1924--------------------- ---------- --
1925 __ -------------------------------
1926 __ ----- --------------------------1921-lll26, average __________________ _ 

62,317,000 
59,659,000 
52, 535,000 
52,255,000 
56,526,000 
57,832,000 

13.9 
13.4 
16.5 
12.9 
14. 7 
14.0 

867.598, ()()() 
797, 381,000 
854,428, ()()() 
676, 429, 000 
832, 305, 000 
808, 841, 000 

C'en~ 
100.7 
92.3 

129.9 
141.6 
119.9 
112.8 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I simply yield myself one 
minute for the pmpose of . stating I have more pride now in 
the old map than I ever had, and I want to extend my remarks 
by inserting it here following the speech of the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. BURTiiESS] for the purpose of showing by 
the map that the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. llunT~ss] 
did not contradict it, and that his verbal explanation simply 
emphasizes it; and that the figures shown on the map headed 
"World Crop Normal," discloses the fact that this bill would 
destroy those of us who are producing hard wheat for milling 
purposes. 

May I have unanimous consent, Mr. Ohairmrtn, to extend the 
chart in the RECoRD at this point? 

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred to follows: 

WORLD CROP ~ORllAL 

Per bushel 
Canadian farmer, co t of production-------------------------American farmer, cost of production ________________________ _ 
World price------------------------------------------------
American dome tic price (world price+ tariff)---------------
Sale of wheat to American mills----------------------------
Canadian farmer profit (after tarl!I paid) net-----------------
American farmer profit (less equalization fee) _______________ _ 
Equalization fee necessary to take 200,000,000 bushels off market 

at world ptice-----------------------------------------
.Amer·ican farmer's net loss (each bushel produced)------------Canadian farmer's profit__:_ ________________________________ _ 
Canadian farmer's advantage over American farmer __________ _ 

$0.90 
1. 82 
1. 00 
1. 42 
1 42 :to 
.10 

. 23 

.13 

. 10 

. 28 
At any rate, whatever equalization fee is, the foreign wbeat pro

ducer will ha>e just that advantage over AmP.rican protlucer. Same 
proposition will apply to cattle, corn, hogs, and butt{'r. 

Canada claims to still have enough virgin soil to raise sufficient 
wheat for North America. 

1\Ir. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PEAVEY.] 

Mr. PEAVEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit
tee, I want to ask permission at this time to insert in my re
marks a table taken from the Agricultural Yearbook for 1925, 
showing among other things the acreage planted in corn and 
in wheat ; the December price of the product; the total pro
duction and the amount exported from 1009 up to and including 
the year 1926. 

The table referred to follows : 
Oorn and tclteat acreage ana p1·od-uction 

[In tbousandsl 

Oorn Wheat 

Year 
.Acreage Price Produc- Ex- A.creage Price Produc-

tion ports lion 
---------

1909 _________ 98,383 48.6 2, 572,336 -1.5 44,263 98.4 700,434 
llllO. -------. 104,035 48.0 2, 886,260 -2.3 45,681 88.8 li35,121 
1911.-------- 105,825 61.8 2, 531,488 -1.7 49,543 87.4 621,338 llll2 _________ 107,083 48.7 3, 124,74.6 -1.6 45,814 76 730,267 1913 _________ 105,820 69.1 2, 446,988 -.4 50,184 71l. 9 763,380 
1914.-------- 103,435 64.4 2, 672,804 -1.3 53,541 98.6 891,017 1915 _________ 100,197 57.5 2, 994,793 -2.6 60,461 91.9 1, 025,801 1916 _________ 105,296 88.9 2, 566,927 -1.6 52,316 160.3 636,318 
1917--------- 116,730 127.9 3, 005,233 -.9 45,089 200.8 636,655 llll8 _________ 104,467 136.5 2, 502,665 -.6 59, 181 204.2 921,438 
1919 _________ 97,170 134.5 2, 8ll, 302 -2.2 75, 69t 214.9 967,979 1920 _________ 101,699 67.0 3, 208,584 -5.9 61,143 143.7 833,C'm 
1921 •• ---~-- 103,740 !2.3 3, 068,569 -5.8 63,696 92.6 814,905 1922 _________ 

102,846 65.8 2, 906,020 -3.3 62, 317 100.7 867,598 1923 _________ 104,324 72.6 3, 053,557 1- .8 59,659 92.3 71l7,394 1924 _________ 100,863 98.2 2, 309,414 ------ 52,535 - 129.9 864,428 1925 ________ 101,359 67.4 2, 916,961 ------ 52,255 14L6 676,429 1926 ________ 
99.4.92 64.4 2, 645,031 ------ 56,526 ll9.1l 832,305 

Ex-
ports 

--
-12.5 
-IO.Il 
-12.8 
-19.6 
-19.1 
-37.3 
-23.7 
-32.0 
-20.8 
-31.2 
-22.7 
-43.9 
-34.3 
-25.6 
-19.6 
------------............ 

Mr. PEL~VEY. I "do this ·for the purpose of giving Members, 
I believe, some valuable information from this standpoint. It 
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is my understanding that the principal arguments against this their corn acreage 12,273,000 acres. The acreage of corn in 
bill from the opposition have been based upon two particular America in 1926 was a trifle over 1 per cent more than that of 
grounds. 1909 and the total production less than a half of 1 per cent 

The first one is that the American farmer is unable to control more than 1909, and yet there are tbose who insist on telling us 
his production and produces a surplus crop of corn and wheat. that the co~n farmers are suffering from overproduction. 
The second follows in the regular order and is to the effect that An outstanding conclusion to b~ reached from this historical 
if the l\IcNJlry-Haugen bill were to be enacted into law it would record of American wheat and corn farming is this: There is 
not give the American farmer relief, because if the bill were to no overproduction of wheat and corn in America to-day. The 
operate so as to raise the price of grain it would automatically American farmer is not suffering because of his failure to con
increase the planting of corn and wheat and thereby increase trol production; that, taking increased population into. account 
production and in this way increase the farmers' problems. we are both planting and producing less corn and less wheat 

My friends, I think if you will consult this table to-morrow in 1926 than wa~ planted and produced in 1909, the first year 
in the RECORD you will see that the Department of Agriculture shown in the tabulation above. 
has compiled some figures that will show that this reasoning is God Almighty alone controls the production of wheat and 
wholly fallacious. corn in America. From all the information obtainable I am 

In the short time allotted to me let me bring to your atten- unable to discern that those opposing this legislation have, or 
tion jus~ two or three outstanding deductions to be taken from claim to have, any special claim upon the Lord's favor. It is · 
the ·e figures. I have no doubt this will be as startling to you remarkable how many business houses, their lawyers, and lobby
as it was to me when I say to you that, referring to the corn ' ist representatives, have suddenly been galvanized into action 
farmers of America, in the eight years following the war we with the impending passage of this bill. 
have planted less corn and produced less corn in the United Outstanding among these recent farm conV'erts is that great 
States than we did in the eight years prior to the war; and industrial genius who manufactures tin lizzies for the farmers. 
just on this point let me call your attention to the argument Mr. Ford is quoted recently as saying that he could revolution
against the 1\fcNary-Haugen bill to the effect that if the bill ize agriculture to an extent where the work would require but 
stimulates prices it is thereby going to increase production. a single month out of every 12. But actual experience has 

Let me call your attention to the positive record as shown by shown that every business expert like Ford who has attempted 
the Agricultural Yearbook, the figures for the two years of to commercialize farming by the use of steam, gasoline, and 
1919 and 1920, with respect to the raising of wheat. other modern machinery and methods on . a large scale has 

In the year 1919 the farmers planted 75,000,000 acres of proven a failure. Witness the Gilfillan farm in Redwood 
wheat, in round numbers, and they produced 967,000,000 bushels County, Minn., in Congressman CLAGUE's district. Witness the 
of wheat, the second largest crop in the history of the country. nationally known Dahlrymple farm of North Dakota and doz
They received a December price of $2.149 cents, and upon that ens of similar attempts. Why did they fail? And why will 
showing, in the following year, 1920, instead of increasing their they always fail? Because every farm in America is a home 
planted acreage, they reduced the planted acreage by 14,000,000 where loyal sons and daughters work for father and mother, 
to 61,143,000 acres and had a crop production of 833,000,000 God and country without pay. No commercialized farmer can 
bushels, and received $1.43 a bushel for their crop, or a reduc- compete with those whose principal labor cost is that of raising 
tion of 71 cents in comparison with the year previous, with a a family of children. 
high planting and a big crop. Gentlemen, you can control the output and regulate both the 

I want to call your attention to the same things that have price and production of pig iron and steel castings and shoes, 
transpired with respect to corn and wheat, bringing it up to for man controls these enterprises, but the American farm is 
the present time. still, thank God, in ·the hands of and under the control of indi-

I have often hE.>ard it stated on this floor in the course of the vidual Americans who acknowledge their sole allegiance to God 
debate-and I was under the same impression until I received ·and country. 
these figures-that we were producing both in corn and wheat Daniel Boone did not invade the wilds of Ohio to establish 
a larger crop than ever in the history of the country. I want sawmills or to find oil. Fremont and his followers did not set-

- to call your attention to the fact that in the years of 1922, 1923, tle the prairie lands west of the Mississippi that he might 
and 1924, in the production of corn in the United States, we build tanneries or flour mills. I would call your attention to 
planted less corn and produced less corn than we did in the the fact that of those who invaded the Pacific coast in the gold 
years of 1910, 1911, and 1912. rush of 1849, nearly half left the trail when over the mountains 

The same thing is true as to wheat, because in the years of and trekked their way on to Oregon in search of plow land 
1924, 1925, and 1926 we planted less wheat and produced less instead of gold. They sought not wealth but homes, not riches 
wheat than we did in the years of 1914, 1915, and 1916. but peace and security where they might raise their children 
[Applause.] in freedom. They hated tyranny and oppression, whether levied 

We find the wheat farmers of America planted 166,318,000 by autocratic decree of some emperor or king or under the 
acrgs of wliel\t in the three pre-war years and produced 2,533,- soulless exactions of economic law. 
136,000 bushels, as against an acreage of 161,316,000 in 1924, Gentlemen, those pioneer farmers of days gone by made this 
1925, and 1926, with a crop produced of 2,373,162,000 bushels, country. They conquered the savages, they explored, pio
or, to make the deduction complete, the farmers of this country neered, and endured every known hardship that they might enjoy 
planted 5,002,000 more acres of wheat for the three-year period for themselves and their posterity the fruits of their sacrifices. 
1914, 1915, 1916 than they planted in 1924, 1925, 1926, and The monopolistic exactions of industry, the close combinations 
produced 176,974,000 less bushels of wheat than in the three of manufacture and trade are to-day doing by economic force 
pre-war years. A quite conclusive proof that the farmers' that which no enemy has ever been able to accomplish. 
troubles to-day are not due to overplanting or overproduction. Every farm organization in the United States has come before 

Again let me cite the 1·ecord for 1916 to prove the fallacy of the Committee on Agriculture in support of this bill or has 
giving the farme~ relief by controlling production. In 1916, given it their indorsement. The American Federation of Labor, 
with an acreage of only 60,461,000, the farmers produced the consisting of over 4,000,000 union laboring men, has appeared in 
greatest crop of wheat ever raised in America, or 1,025,801,000 favor of the bill. I am therefore going to vote for it, because it 
bushels, and sold it at a price above the average price of the is the only measure for farm relief that has a chance of passing 
five preceding years, and what happened? They cut down their Congress at this session. 
acreage the next year to 52,316,000, a drop of 8,145,000 acres. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-

A comparison of the years 1917 and 1918 shows the reverse- consin has expired. 
a trend from whel\t to corn-and 1\gain the facts show the Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
price had little or nothing to do with the acreage of either gentleman from Maine [Mr. HERSEY]. 
corn or wheat, to wit: In 1916 the farmers planted 52,316,000 Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal of wis
acres of wheat, produced 636,318,000 bushels, and sold it in dom in the sayings of Will Rogers, America's greatest humorist. 
December at $1.60 a bushel, which was 69 cents per bushel In my little sermon to-day on farm relief I want to take for my 
o'·er the price received for the 1915 crop, and in the face of text one of the witty sayings of Rogers in the Associated Press 
this almost double rise in the price of wheat the American this morning, as follows: 
farmers voluntarily cut down their wheat acreage in 1917 by AUGUSTA, GA., February 13.-Here is my farm relief bill. 
7,227,000 acres. Every time a south~ner plants nothing on his farm but cotton, year 

Again, take corn. In 1917 farmers planted the highest corn after year, and the northerner nothing but wheat or corn, why, take a 
acreage in the history of this country-116,730,000 acres. They hammer and hit him twice right between the eyes. 
produced that year the second largest crop, or 3,065,233,000 You may dent your hammer, but it will do more real good than all 
bushels, and received the extremely high price of $1.27 per the McNary-Haugen bllls you can pass in a year. 
bushel, and t4e very next Yea.-!, 1918, t;4ey voluntar~y cut ~owD OLo Doc RoGERs. 
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DUI·ing the late world-wide war the United States fed our

selves and our allies overseas from the American farms. Agri
culture was then in a prosperous condition, prices were good, 
and our Government every-where called upon the farmers to 
"produce, produce, more and more." Congress went so far as 
to price fix those farm products that coulQ. be uSed as food for 
the oldiers overseas. 

When we entered the war this cry became more strenuous, 
"Produce, produce." Wheat was fixed at $2.20 per bushel The 
potato farmer received as high as $11 per barrel for his potatoes 
at the dose of the war. 

Mter the war was over and this country returned to normal 
conditions, the farmers ·still continued to produce more and 
more long after the price fixing Ia ws had been repealed. The 
result of all this was a large overproduction of farm products 
in this country, more than the home market could consume, 
and there was no "world market" so called. Price fixing dur
in<>' the war had raised farm values everywhere, and the farmer 
experting that these prices would continue kept on making a 
larger and a larger surplus, which could find no market. 

The Secretary of Agriculture in speaking of those days said: 
The overproduction which brought about the collapse in !arm prices 

resulted largely from the stimulus of advancing prices and from the 
response made by the farmer to patriotic appeals for increased pro
duction during the war. The stimulus to increase production did not 
cease when the armistice was signed. Some Government officials, 
economists, and commercial papers taught the doctrine of permanently 
high prices. Farmers were given every encouragement to maintain pro
duction at a high level. They were assured that a starving world over
seas would take all they could produce at profitable prices. When this 
stimulus to production had resulted in a large accumulation of food
stuffs, the overbalanced supply position, aided by a campaign of price 
deflation, brought on a collaps(' of values. 

When President Coolidge took up the reins of government 
laid down by the late President Harding he found himself face 
to face with the problem of farm relief, due to overproduction 
of farm products. In his first message to Congress he reviewed 
the agricultUI·al situation and called upon the farmers to coop
erate to keep down production, to inaugurate a system of diver
sified farming, to study evel!'ywhere the farm problems, and to 
conduct the business of farming in a businesslike manner. 

Among other things in that message he said : 
No complicated scheme of relief, no plan for Government fixing of 

price , no resort to the Public Treasury will be of any permanent value 
in establishing agriculture. Simple and direct methods put into opera
tion by the farmer himself are tile only real sources for restoration. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN], the chairman of 
the Committee on .A.eariculture of the House, then introduced a 
bill, alleged to be for fru.·m relief, which has since been known 
as the Haugen bill, which attempted by abnormal and arti
ficial means and methods to raise and maintain the price of 
farm products, without regard to the law of supply and demand. 
It organized a Government corporation, with a multitude of 
agents and employees, to buy up the surplus of farm products 
and to sell them in tbe foreign markets at the best price they 
could get, admittedly at a great loss from the purchase price, 
or to dump them abroad at the expense of the Nation. It 
started with an appropriation of $200,000,000 from the Treasury 
and a borrowing authority for $1,000,000,000 more. It fixed 
the price of this surplus according to a ratio taken from tbe 
four years of prices prior to the World War, which would make 
the price of wheat at that time $1.50, wheat then selling at $1 
per bushel. After long discussion this bill was defeated. 

At the last session of Congress a similar. bill was intro
duced by Mr. HAuGEN, and this, too, ran the gantlet of a long 
discussion and was likewise defeated. At the present session 
of Congress comes the same old bill with a few slight changes 
for the worse. It still retains all its price-fixing features, its 
Government ubsidies, its unconstitutional equalization fees, 
le-~ving out everything but cotton, wheat, and corn. 

This bill was reported from the Agricultural Committee by 
a majority of 1 vote. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
thereupon obtained from the Rules Committee a rule making 
hi bill in order, fixing 12 hours' debate to be divided equally 
between those for and those against the bill and shutting off 
all amendments. 

At the same time a like bill had been introduced in the 
Senate by the Senator from Oregon [1\Ir. McNARY] and reported 
favorably to the Senate. The Senate after some debate passed 
the bill with amendments, which include tobacco, cotton, rice, 
and swine, for the purpose of obtaining votes from those sec
tions that produced wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, rice. and 
swine. 

This not being of sufficient inducement to pa s the bill there 
was a " deal" made in the Senate between the proponents of 
the McNary-Haugen bill and the McFadden banking bill to 
support the Haugen measure if· the McNary-Haugen friends 
of that measure would insure its passage in the Senate. This 
very questionable alliance was proven by the speech of Senator 
WHEE:LE&, of Montana, found on page 3345 of the REcon.D of 
last Wednesday, where he said: 

I, for one, intend to oppose and to hold up the consideration of the 
banking relief bill if it is possible to do so until the farm relief bill 
is passed by both Houses of Congre s and signed by the President. 

This McNary-Haugen bill, after these amendments and this 
holding up received a majority of 8 votes in the Senate and 
comes to the House where I understand l\fr. H~uoE~, the 
father of the bill in the House, will at the proper time move to 
substitute the Senate bill for his bill, which will put up to the 
House the passage of the Senate bill with all these obnoxious 
amendments, put in to get votes, as a proposition to take this 
or nothing and to obtain votes in the House by the arne 
methods used in the Senate, and upon this amendment for sub
stitution of bills there can be no debate, thus obviating the 
necessity of a conference with the Senate and possible fili
buster · in that body. The moment the Senate bill is substi
tuted and passed the measure goes to the President. 

Up to two years ago the potato farmers, due to overproduc
tion, shared with the wheat and corn farmers in low prices 
and disastrous losses in the production of these crops. In 
1926, due to a shortage of potatoes in the country and no sur
plus of that crop, potatoes sold for an average price of about 
$7 per barrel, which gave the farmer about $5 profit per bar
rel, which took him out of his financial troubles, paid his 
mortgages and debts, and gave him a little bank account 
besides. 

In the present year there has also been no surplus of potatoes 
and prices have been kept up thereby so as to give the potato 
farmer a profit of_ $3 to $4 per barrel, and he is not here asking 
for the passage of this Haugen bill, because it can do him no 
good and might do him a great deal of harm. He has settled 
the question of what to do with the surplus, and that is not to 
have one. The potato farmer has gone about the matter in a 
businesslike way, lessening the amount of his acreage every 

·year, watching closely tbe crop so that he might have no urplus. 
The Department of Agriculture said a short time ago about 

the potato crop and a surplus as follows : 
It is commonly believed that a small crop of potatoes Is usually 

worth more to United States producers than a large crop. If the large 
crop of 425,000,000 bushels harvested in 1924 were valued at the 
reported average farm price for the season ($0.765) It would be worth 
$325,000,000 ; whereas the small crop of 323,000,000 bushels harvested 
in 1925, if valued at that season's average price ($1.835), would 
be worth $593,000,000. Thus 100,000,000 bushels less in 19!!5 than in 
1924 made the crop worth $270,000,000 more. 

The potato farmer has learned that the surplus fixes the price 
and that if he attempt to make a surplus he will thereby make 
a condition of low prices and discontent and suffering among 
the potato farmers. The grower of wheat and of corn, cattle, 
hogs, rice, tobacco, and cotton has yet to learn this l~on. 
The only relief that can come to the farmer when he is suffer
ing from overproduction is to lessen his acreage, diversify his 
crops, and produce only enough for the home market, and be 
thereby independent. Price fixing, under the guise of Govern
ment subsidies and the enactment of tbe Haugen bill, can only 
re ult in larger production, for if the farmer can obtain through 
Government subsidies and guarantees a fixed price for his prod
ucts and a profit, every farmer will engage in the busine s of 
producing more and more, for the more he produces the more 
will be his profit:s. 

If the Government enters upon this revolutionary and social
istic policy in time of peace of buying and marketing farm 
products at a loss, it must extend this policy to everything else 
manufactured al;l.d produced in the United States. 

Last year in my State a large cotton mill shut down for three 
months to have an opportunity of working off the surplus. If 
the farmer is entitled to have his surplus bought by the Govern
ment and dumped in Europe at a loss to the Government, then 
every other business and manufacturer is entitled to th~ same 
privilege. 

Hon. Martin Dies, of Texas, a few years ago in this House 
made a very interesting farewell speech when he retired, and 
among other things he said : 

I wish the farmers of this country and the taxpayers of our land 
might have a return of the old Democratic and Republican theory that 
government is not created to support the people but that it is a creature 
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to be supported by the people. The great mistake we are making here 
now, my friends, is that we are practicing hypocrisy upon the people. 
We are leading them to believe that the Government can support them 
and lift them by their boot straps out of their financial difficulties, 
when as honest men we should say to them that all that the Govern
ment can do is to protect their life and their liberty and tax them to 
support the Government. You have taken the fairest and best Govern
ment ever known among men and you are making it into the most 
despicable socialism. You will not help the people unless you tell them 
that the Government has but one duty to the citizen, and that is t() 
protect his life and pr()perty and give him an equal and fair race in 
this world. 

[Applause.] 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MENGES]. 
Mr. MENGES. Mr. ChaiJ.·man, I know of no industry that 

can or has at any time been able to thrive and be prosperous 
when the prices of the materials that go into the products of 
the industry are made by outside parties who are interested 
only in getting out of that industry all that the traffic will bear 
and when the prices of the products of that industry are made 
by a combination with a similar purpose. This is exactly the 
condition of the farmer, with all of which I am thoroughly im
pressed by practical experience. Those who are tra:fficing in 
this way on the vitals of the farmer cry overproduction and 
call into requisition the so-called immutable law of supply and 
demand. This is a sensitive law and easily influenced by those 
who regulate it. A hailstorm in Argentina-where I have been 
told they never have hailstorms--sends the price of wheat up, 
while a report of fine harvesting weather in the same country 
several days later sends the price down on the exchanges. A 
report of an infection of black rust in the Northwest sends the 
price of wheat soaring, while a report several days later that 
rust has yielded to favorable weather conditions-when there 
was not a change in the weather for weeks-sends the price 
down. An invasion of chinch bugs in Kansas has the same 
effect in raising prices, and when the bug changes its mind and 
decides not to invade the wheat fields the fall of price begins. 

The law of supply and demand is not discriminating. The 
price of the inferior article sets the price of the superior article. 
In the September issue of the Country Gentleman of 1926 a 
writer by the name of Malcolm C. Cutting publishes an article 
on the subject, " Where surplus wheat is grown." On page 150 
of that journal this writer asserts--
there never is a surplus of desirable wheats, but usually an underpro
duction. 

On page 21 of that jounal the same writer says: 
. The millers want the strictly hard types that test high in protein. 

They buy all of them and usually will pay a premium, ranging high or 
low, according to the quality and the supply. • • • The least 
desirable of the semihard types and damaged wheat that otherwise 
might be desirable must go to the exporter and take their chances on 
the world market. 

On page 150 be says : 
The wheat grown south of the Mason and Dixon line and wheat con

taminated with garlic loses grade. These are export wheats. 

On page 152 he says : 
Our export surplus is not representative of the average quality of our 

crop, and the price paid for it is not representative of the average 
value. 1.'hat circumstance tends to lower the level of the price paid for 
every bushel we grow. 

Why does protein make wheats valuable? Because it contains 
the glutinous part of the flour and about all of the nitrogen of 
the wheat. Because this glutinous mass holds two or three 
times its own weight of water. It keeps bread soft, moist, and 
palatable-the most predominate of the proteins are gliodin and 
glutenin. 

I believe in the law of supply and demand, but in my experi
ence it only works as long as the overproduced supply remains 
in my hands. When there is an overproduction of wheat there 
ce1·tainly should be an oversupply of flour, and when there is an 
oversupply of flour there should be an overproduction of bread, 
and if the immutable law works all along the line, flour, bread, 
and the by-products of wheat should be forced down in harmony 
with the wheat from which they are derived. This immutable 
law is made the benign protection agency of the consuming 
public against the rapacity of the farmer by the very organiza
tions who sell many times more wheat than is produced in the 
speculative markets of the exchanges for the benefit of the 
farmer and who bull and bear the markets, all for the benefit 
of the consumer. 

But what are the facts about this law of supply and demand? 
Bread from dollar wheat is sold at the same price as bread 
made from $1.50. For the by-products, bran and middling, of 
dollar wheat I pay the same price as for bran and middling 
derived from $1.50 wheat. Some years ago there was an over
supply of bogs. I had about 80 of them. I sold them at the 
price these benignant fellows who are such strong supporters of 
the immutable law of supply and demand were willing to pay 
me, but that benignancy failed to communicate itself to the pork 
that was derived from those bogs. My experience teaches me 
that the immutable law does not work in every circumstance. 
I have remonstrated with these fellows for interfering with the 
law of supply and demand, but they tell me they are not in the 
charity business. With these conditions everlastingly in opera
tion are we not driven in self-defense, the first law of humanity, 
which I think is constitutional, to establish an agency such as 
price stabilization, that we may get away from the hailstorms 
in Argentina or the discretion of the black rust when it descends 
or ref-uses to descend on the wheat fields of the Northwest, or 
the pleasure of the chinch bug when it invades or pleases not to 
invade the wheat fields of Kansas, or the selling of many times 
more wheat on the markets than is produced? We pay for the 
disposal of the surplus through the present agencies, and we 
have not one particle of control over them and nothing to say 
as to bow they shall dispose of our surplus. Why should it be 
unconstitutional to allow us to set up an agency, such as the 
equalization fee, over which we have control and pay for the 
disposal of the surplus ourselves? Is it constitutional when an
other party compels me to pay for an action which he may or 
may not perform, and does it become a tax and unconstitutional 
when I pay for it myself and see that it is done? It seems to 
me that when we produce a superior quality of wheat contain
ing high percentages of protein, the blood, muscle, and brawn 
making substances of the flour, that the price of that wheat 
should not be made by the inferior grades shipped to- the Liver
pool market. Certainly I am not a lawyer, and not a constitu
tional lawyer at any rate, but this is the way these matters 
appeal to a farmer. But I have been in the charity business so 
long that these gentlemen propose to keep me in it and sell my 
products for less than it costs to produce them. 

Let us look at this charity business and see what I do to 
produce wheat in order that I may sell it for less than it costs 
me. I own the soil, the agency which produces it. I pay in
tere-st and taxes on the investment in that soiL I plow the 
land; I prepare it by thorough cultivation before sowing the 
wheat; I fertilize either with commercial fertilizers or with 
the farm manures or with both ; I sow the wheat. I then wait 
a year until the harv-est. I harvest the wheat, and when it is 
dry I thresh it. I may store it in my own bins or I may sell it 
or store it in a public or private elevator and I pay for the 
storing. I pay for getting it to the elevator. It is cleaned 
and ready to mill. Suppose I ,sell that wheat for $1.50 a 
bushel. How much do I get for the wheat that goes into a 
pound loaf of bread? Approximately 2 cents; and the fellows who 
are so much interested in the ultimate consumer and who by 
some legerdemain frustrate the law of supply and demand get 
10 cents for that same loaf of bread, or about 400 per cent for 
a several days' job. It seems to me that about 300 per cent 
should be satisfactory to the most finicky about percentages 
[laughter] and instead of charging 10 cents for a pound loaf of 
bread they could charge 6 cents and the ultimate consumer 
could buy five 1-pound loaves of bread for the same price he 
now pays for three. He and his family could likely consume 
that much, and this matter of overproduction and this immu
table law of suply and demand instead of being a curse to the 
farmer and a deprivation to the ultimate consumer could be 
converted into a blessing to both. I come from a generation of 
farmers and I have been raised to regard large crops as a 
blessing of the Lord instead of a curse which the proteges of 
the immutable law of supply and demand would have us believe 
it to be. I believe by such blessings the Lord means to demon
strate His desire that all His people should be well clothed and 
fed and protected, which is not the case at the present time 
with the so-called overproduction of the necessities of life. 

I am a protectionist. Why am I a protectionist? Because 
I believe in and am an adv-ocate of the American standard of 
living. I believe that the protective system has been one of 
the most potent agencies that we have ever had of establishing 
and maintaining an American standard of li'ring. To maintain 
an American standard of living we must maintain an American 
standard of wages and prices. The protective system can be 
so adjusted that the family of the laborer, the artisan, the com
mercial man, and the professional man-all who earn a living 
by manual or mental exertion--can be provided with food, 
clothing, and shelter, and that the home environment may be 
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such that the children i:nay develop strong, vigorous, disease
resisting bodies, a moral character with decided convictions, 
and an intellectual capacity into whose care the safety of the 
Republic can safely be intrusted. 

Shall we here and now inaugurate legislation which will 
make it possible for the American farmer to realize the cost of 
production with sufficient profit on the various crops he pro
duces to enable him to consume the products of the wool, cotton, 
and silk mills, the furniture and farm-implement manufac
turer, and thus keep labor permanently employed and enable 
that labor to consume the surplus products of the farm and 
attain to and maintain an American standard of living such 
as all Americans are entitled to or shall we continue with and 
indorse a system which emasculates the law of supply and 
demand and perverts the protective system, impoverishing both 
the producer and the consumer of agricultural products? [Ap
plause.] 

:Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 1\Ir. Chairman. I do not rise at 
this time to discuss the pending bill. The gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] in his very able and entertaining speech 
to the House advanced as one of his main arguments why the 
Haugen bill should not be enacted into law the fact that W. H. 
Settle, president of the Indiana Farm Bureau, wore spats. 
[Laughter.] 1\fr. Settle needs no defense from me nor from 
anyone who knows him, but I think it only fair to him to put 
into the RECORD some facts as .to who he is and what he 
represents. 

Mr. Settle is president of the Indiana Farm Bureau, an 
organization with a membership of more than 50,000. He has 
been elected president of that great organization in Indiana 
by acclamation five times. He is also general manager and 
secretary of the Central States' wheat association, the largest 
of the kind in the United States, with a membership of 20,000 
representative farmers. He is also president of the Indiana 
purcha ing department of the Farm Bureau, with headquarters 
at Indianapolis, an organization of farmers with an annual 
business running into millions of dollars. 

1\fr. Settle lives on a farm; he is one of the most prominent 
farmers in Indiana, and also a prominent stock raiser. He 
has exhibited at the various livestock exhibits in his State 
stock raised on his farm on many occasions, and bas taken 
first premiums. In 1917 he produced on his own farm and 
marketed $20,000 worth of hogs. 

This is the character of man that my friend from Kansas, 
as I think, belittled and ridiculed-perhaps unintentionally
in his speech. He said Mr. Settle was here lobbying for farm 
legislation, wearing spats, and that he has a mortgage on his 
farm. If he has a mortgage on his farm, he is not any differ
ent from thousands of the best farmers in the United States. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

I am not informed as to whether he wears spats or not, but 
he has a right to if he wants to. Many people tell me it is 
cheaper to wear spats on low-cut shoes than it would be for 
the farmers to buy high tops at the present abnormal prices. 
A good many people seem to think that the farmers should not 
have the right to dress as other cla8ses of people in the United 
States do. I have seen the gentleman from Kansas, I think, 
wear spats, and the only difference between the gentleman 
from Kansas and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Settle, is 
that spats are more becoming to the gentleman from Indiana 
than to the gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman will yield, it is possible 
that the gentleman from Kansas comes from Medicine Lodge, 
from whence came the man to Congress some years ago who 
did not wear socks. [Laughter.] 

M:r. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That may be true. I felt that 
in justice to this splendid farmer, this representative of the 
great farmers• organization in the State of Indiana, that it was 
only fit and proper that something should be put into the REC
ORD so that :Members may know who he is. 

An entirely erroneous impression of the worth of this man 
and of his standing in the great State in which he lives might 
be drawn from the humorous, witty remarks of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. TINcHER]. As far as I am concerned, I 
rejoice that the farm organizations of the United States at 
last have found out that it is to their interests to send repre
sentativ~s here to Washington to appear before the committees 
of Congress and speak for agriculture. If they had been 
doing this for the last quarter of a century to the same extent 
other classes of people in the United States have been organiz
ing and have been represented here by spokesmen, agriculture 
might not find itself in the sad plight it is to-day. We are 

here now making an earnest endeavor to enact legislation that 
will cure or that, at least, will tend to cure the deplorable 
condition of agriculture as compared with other industries in 
tbe country. I feel that these men who appear here repre
senting farm organizations and speaking for agriculture should 
not be ridiculed and belittled before the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Yes. 
Mr. PURNELL. Unfortunately, I did not hear all of the 

rema.I·ks of my colleague, but I know their general purport. 
I rise to suggest to the gentleman that the man to whom he 
refers, Mr. Settle, not only is known in our State most favor
ably but his reputation as a great farm leader and adviser 
extend'3 throughout the country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Undoubtedly. Mr. Chah·man, I 
yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I have an agreement with 
the chairman of the committee to yield to me 10 minutes. -

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes ; I yield nine minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 19 minutes to the 

gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Qurn]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis issippi is recog

nized for 19 minutes. 
Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 

I trust that no gentleman will interrupt me, because I have 
only 19 minutes, and I propose to use those 19 minutes for the 
benefit of the farmers and not the benefit of inquiring minds 
on this floor. [Applause.] 

You have heard all this discussion of the McNary-Haugen 
bill. We had this matter up one year ago before this House. 
Every kind of disaster was predicted by the gentlemen who 
opposed it from every section of the United States. Why, my 
good friend and neighbor who spoke just before me kept saying 
he is willing to vote for the other bills but he could not vote 
for this. To hades with the other bills! [Laughter and ap
plause.] We want this bill. Why does any friend of the man 
who is behind the plow want to go out and talk about some 
other bill when this is the only bill of its kind that the United 
States Congress has the opportunity to pass? [Applause.] 

Not only that but the Committee on Rules has just brought 
out the McNary-Haugen bill passed by the United Stutes Sen
ate. If the United States Senate could go out and vote for 
the fa.Iuer, who is it over here who can not see his way clear ' 
to cast his vote in favor of the American farmer? This bill, 
just as it passed the United States Senate without the eros ing 
of a "t" or the dotting of an "i," is going to get my vote. I 
will vote against every amendment that is offered to it, be
cause such amendments, I know, will kill this farm legisla
tion. If we want to help the American farmer, we must vote 
for the bill that we know can become a law. 

This great United States of Amelica has $450,000,000,000 
of wealth, with $65,000,000,000 invested in agriculture. That 
great class, representing 37,000,000 people in this Republic, is 
now lying prostrate. Men who own the great farms can not 
realize 2 per cent net on their investment. No; a great planta
tion is a liability instead of an asset. This great class of 
people the real "folks" of this Republic, the men behind the 
plow, contribute to every function of Government, and they 
are true and undefiled citizens. Thus far they have failed to 
get help from the United Sta.tes Congress. Congress h~reto
fore has gone out and helped the people who have $20,000,· 
000,000 invested in railroads. With the Government uid that 
they have received, if they can not declare a dividend of 5¥2 
per cent on water and all, God help them! You have given 
subsidies to eveTy other class of citizens in this Republic. You 
have given to the manufacturers, · by a protective tariff, a 
bounty on every line of production of merchandise in this 
Republic. 

Strip this measure of all its verbiage and what does it mean? 
Two hundred and fifty million dollars of United States money 
put up for the use of farmers. 

Some say, "I am afraid to put on an equalization fee." 
What do you care about your job? You are here to repre ent 
the people. It does not make any difference whether your 
name is J"ohn Smith or Percy Quin. A man ought to be will
ing to stand up and vote for what he knows is going to help 
the people. I know that if you put this measure into effect 
it is going to raise the priee of every commodity in it. Already 
the possibility of its becoming a law has had that effect. Cot
ton has gone up $10 a bale, and if you gentlemen have any 
sporting blood in your veins you want to buy all the cotton 
yon can between now and the time we get this bill up to the 
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White House, because cotton is going up just as quickly as 
they know this Congn·ss is back of that great product. The 
sarue is true of wheat, of corn, of hogs, of tobacco, and of rice. 

Some ::;ay they can not vote for it because of the equalization 
f.ee. Why, the farmer is a sensible man and he has to be a 
smart man. He has more sense than any other man engaged 
in busines. · in this Republic, and he has to have it. A man who 
is engaged in farming, with the United States Government not 
helping him but robbing him all the time, with the elements 
against him, inse<:ts and pests, and with high railroad freight 
rate~ and high tarii! again t him, has to be a smart man in 
order to pay his taxes and exi t. 

'ome gentlemen say, "'Veil, I know he is hard up. but I am 
afrai<.l to vote for this bill." The man who is afraid to come up 
and <.:a::;t his vote for that poor man behind the plow, that poor 
man who with his wife and children work from early dawn 
until late in the evening, some of them half naked, God have 
mercy on him. I want you gentlemen on the Republican side 
to kilO\'\-' that I live in a country where about half the people 
are poor negroes, some of them fine citizens. I have seen 
negroes on cotton plantations down there working in the fields 
in the lwt sun with bare heads, bare feet, and not enough 
clothes on to make a wrestling jacket for a louse. They work 
all the time. And many of the white people, the tillers of the 
farm::;, work the entire year and then can hardly buy a calico 
dl·es: for their wives on the Fourth of July. Yet some of you 
say the United States Government is not able to help them. 

I happened to hear over the radio a few nights ago the dls
tinguil::;hed Chief Executive of this Republic, l\Ir. Coolidge, and 
my good friend, General Lord, the head of the Budget Bureau, 
talking about prosperity. President Coolidge told about the 
great prosperity of this Republic, and I actually felt in my 
pockets to see if I could not find some money. I realized that 
when the Chief Executive was talking he did not know the 
condition of the agricultural classes of this Repuulic. He did 
not know that at the very hour he was talking homes were 
advel'tised in every State of this Union for taxes. He did not 
know that good and honest homesteaders and good and honest 
farmers, who had worked with their wives and children the 
entire year, were unable to come up and meet the obligations 
of the county and State as assessed against them. Yet he pro
claims prosperity. The people about whom the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Air. FoRT] was talking are prospet·ous. These men 
who have had theh' hands in the pockets of the people, plunder
ing and exploiting them through manufacturing enterprises, are 
prosperous. The railroads, for which you guaranteed this 
enormous dividend, are prosperous. The shipping lines are 
pro perous ; the fertilizer makers are prosperous ; everybody is 
prosperous except the poor farmer, who must get down and 
plow tl1e earth, who must depend for his sustenance and his 
profit upon the elements and, I might say, upon the hope of 
Congress. 

Now is your last time. The man who says he is a friend of 
the farmer and votes against this bill will need a long time to 
explain. 

Here is a piece of legislation that will help the farmer. Who 
is it thnt is afraid to say, ".1\Ir. Farmer, I voted for an equaliza
tion fee on your wheat, your corn, your rice, your tobacco, 
your hog, and your cotton " ? Who is afraid of that? Who is 
afraid to say, "I voted for an equalization fee to go on your 
cotton; I voted for the United States Treasury to put up 
$250,000,000 to help you build up your plices ; I voted for you 
to get back three times $5 or $2 or whatever you put in ; I 
voted for that to come back into your pockets" ? You need not 
think the farmer is a fool. He knows that when he puts up $5 
at the gin or at the factory, or anywhere else, he is going to get 
that back with manifold interest. Fifteen dollars for every $5 
he puts in is what will come back to the farmer. You know 
the farmer has sense enough to know he can not get anything 
for nothing, but we must give him the quid pro quo, and if you 
really want to help the farmers of this Republic you must vote 
for the only measure that can become a law. 

Gentlemen have said that they do not know what the Presi
dent would do. You need not bother yourselves about the 
President of the United States. The question is: What are you, 
as Member of the United States Congress, going to do? The 
President of the United States has a function to perform. You 
need not worry about what he is going to do about this bill. 
Let us pass it just like the Senate has handed it to us and put 
it upon his table. You will see the President of the ·United 
States sign it. Some of these 'Vashington papers have made it 
out that he is so cold-blooded that he would veto the bill and 
kick the poor farmer in the slats and say go beg or starve. 
(Laughter.] Do not you know the President of the United 

States will not do that? Do not you know that he recognizes, · 
from one end of thi: Republic to the other, the great demand 
there is for this legh;lation? Do not you know that he recog
nizes the decrease there has been in the value of farm lands? 
Do not you know that he knows that these stalwart citizens in 
the Ea~· t, North, South, and the West owning every foot ot 
ground in this great Republic are crying out for justice? 

They are not asking for any special privilege and this bill 
give. them none. It simply puts up $250,000,000 and says, 
"We will make you 11ay the balance or whatever is necessary 
to hold your product off of the market until it brings its own 
price; until they can get the price of production and a profit 
with an orderly system of marketing,., and eY"ery sensible 
farmer in Mi. · ~issippi and in my neigh poring State across the 
river of Louisiana can read English and they know what this 
means. You need not be bothered about being afraid that the 
farmer will think their Congre~sman ha. · betra3·ed them if he 
votes for a bill to raise the price of their :tuff, even if he ha 
to put up a few dollars with his Government in order to do 
this. What does a man care auout putting up $5 if he knows 
he will make $15 by the operation? There is no man in this 
House, as a busine .. ' proposition, who would not gladly jurup 
at that chance. I take it every man here at some time in hi::> 
life has hau business dealing~ in this Republic; and every day 
in the year the chief worry with the farmer is whether or not 
he will have enough money to feed and clothe his family and 
pay Ws taxes, give a few dollars to the church, and pay some
thing to the doctor. That is the situation of the average smaH 
farme!: in this Nation. 

Everybody has been helped except the farmer, ancl when he 
comes here with a mea ure ba,cked by all the farm organiza
tions and backed by all the men who have been studying for 
the last 24 months some way to help the poor farmer out, 
some gentlemen get up here with all their statesmanship--and 
some of them could not win a case in a justice court [laughter]
and say "Unconstitutional." [Laughter.] 

I believe when the Angel Gabriel puts one foot upon the sea 
and the other upon the land, there will be some wise statesman 
·rise up out of his gray-e and shout "Unconstitutional." ·why, 
that has been the hobby of the opponents to e>ery measure that 
has ueen for the relief of the people during the past 75 years. 
It was talked against the farm loan bill. The Democrats were 
in power at that time, and I heard men in the caucus bellowing 
for hours, " Unconstitutional." When we had the great Federal 
reserve bank Uill in that same caucus I heard "Unconstitu
tional." When we had ~t up on the floor of the House-both of 
the:e great measures that stand as monuments in this Republic 
for prog1·e~s and prosverity-men on both sides of this aisle 
would get up and shout, " Unconstitutional," and whenevet· an:r 
mensure is proposed in the interest of the people, as a last 
resort the word " unconstitutional " is invoked. 

You need not worry about the constitutionality of this 
measure. Some have talked about the Supreme Court. Some 
men say they will not vote for it when they know the President 
will veto it, and some say they will not vote for it because the 
Supreme Comt is going to declare it unconstitutional. I say 
that all of yon should Yote for it because it is right. Do not 
try to hide behind what the President will do. Do not try to 
hide behind the sanctity of the Supreme Coul't, because the 
President of the United States is going to sign this bill. All he 
is waiting for is for this Congress to send it to him, all the 
uluffs notwithstanding. 

The Supreme . Court of the United States hns nothing in 
this simple verbiage to declare unconstitutional. They will not 
declare it unconstitutional ~in1ply becau. e the bill makes the 
farmer come aero ·s with a few dollars to help raise the price 
of hi~ labot· to ·what it is worth. Where is there a constitu
tional lawyer who ran decide that this verbiage is unconstitu
tional? Yet thi"! attempt is made on this floor. It matters not 
what the pretense or the pretext is, the enemy of the people 
always finds one. 

Then they shout, "Economically unsound." ·why, economi
cally unsound has got to be a bugaboo, they have used it so 
much. [Laughter a.nd applause.] 

Some of these people living around smoke tacks, with nothing 
but wheels turning around, poor people working to earn their 
living in the sweat of their face, are against this bill because 
they are Rfraid it will raise the price of wheat a few cents or 
the price of cotton a few dimes, when there are thousands and 
thousands of people in this Republic who need more clothes, 
when over yonder in Af,da and in Africa and in various parts 
of Europe there are people going half naked anti people that 
are entirely naked. They could have cotton garment:::; ou t.hem. 
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You could have cotton garments in Chi,ua, with its 400,000,000 
people, you coultl have cotton garments all over Japan, you 
could have cotton garments in Java and everywhere else, and 
you could have the flag of this Republic, with its commerce, 
carried to the uttermost quarters of this earth, and the Ameri
can farmer would then re-ceive a fair and just price for what 
he produces, whether it be wheat, corn, lard, cotton, or 
what not. 

We have given union labor a fair price for its work, and I 
helped to do it. I want to say there has never been a time 
·ince I have been here in the last 14 years when I have failed 
to stand up like a man and vote for the poor classes of people. 
[.A.pplause.] I have stood up for the laboring man, the man 
in the humble walks of life. He is the fellow who needs our 
llelp. It is not the man who is able to ride in a limousine and 
to wear diamonds as big as a biscuit in his shirt front. 
[Laughter.] It is the man who toils for his living. 

The man who needs your help is in this bill, and he is justi
fied in being there. Every farmer, I do not care wpether his 
name is John Smith or Bill Jones, is in this bill. He votes in 
:rom· district, and God help him to judge us right and say 
whether or not we have been true and loyal to him on this 
final test, after all the struggle of all these years, when he has 
come before the American Congress and has said : " Give me 
ju. tice and that legislation which will help to feed and clothe 
my children and properly care for my wife." 

So long as I live, as God is my judge, I shall stand up for 
the poor people of this Republic. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from l\lissis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON]. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, it almost moved me to 
tears to hear the gentleman from Mississippi plead the causf' 
of myself because I am a farmer-much more than he is. All 
I do outside of being a politician is to farm. I am here to 
tell you that I have been gratified to see this Congress doing 
something for the farmer, but I run afraid it is going to do 
something to him as far as the cotton people are concerned. 

My friend from Mississippi referred a minute ago to the 
question of the farmer having enough money to buy fertilizer. 
I have just contracted for enough fertilizer-in fact, I have 
bought enough fertilizer to plant 200 acres of cotton. How 
much do you suppose it cost me? Twelve and a half dollars 
an acre. Nitrate of soda costs $52 at the port, and yet although 
it could be cut in two at one move if they would begin the 
development of nitrate down at Muscle Shoals-that has been 
before the gentleman's committee for four or five years and 
they have been as sterile as a hen on a nest of china eggs, 
and now say they are unable to report anything-if they would 
report to Congress and enable the work to begin they could 
cut the price of nitrate to $6.25 an acre and the farmer would 
be better able to pay for his fertilizer than he would out of 
the Treasury of the United States. [Applause.] 

I am in favor of something being done for the farmer and 
especially the cotton farmer. I do not like the provisions now 
before us because they a1·e discriminatory to the cotton people, 
absolutely unfair in many respects. 

A resolution was read from the South Carolina Legislature 
this morning. I do not think you have got it. I am going to 
read what they say: 

That our United States Senators and Representatives in Congress 
be and they are hereby memoli.a.lized to use their influence for the 
prompt passage of such legislation ru3 will provide for the creation of 
a Federal farm board, composed of farmers, which will put agriculture 
on a par with industry and can etfectively control the marketing and 
surplus cost. 

That is pro,ided for in the Aswell and Crisp bil1'3. 
And that the incorporation of an equalization fee in such legis

lation, with proper safeguards to prevent it from becoming excessive, 
would not be objectionable. 

What does that mean? Look at the bill before you and see 
where there is anything that will tend to curb an excessive 
equalization fee. Where is the limit that would be put on the 
board that is responsible to nobody to keep them from levying 
a fee that would be excessive to the cotton producers of this 
country. 

The gentleman referred to getting $250,000,000 out of the 
Treasury for the farmers. I am going to vote for a bill that 
will give us that, but he seems to be holding for $10 a bale tax 
to come out of the farmers' pockets in addition. There is 
where I and the gentleman from Mississippi chf!_nge cars on 

this matter, absolutely. This is all an experiment, and every
body knows that it will be an experiment. 

The experiment should be taken up by the Government at 
the Government expense. If it is determined that a reasonable 
equalization fee can be made workable, it will be time enough 
to impose an equalization fee. But merely as an expedment 
I am opposed to putting a fee on the production of this country, 
that is absolutely unlimited, and will inevitably be put upon 
every bale of cotton that is made. The wheat and the swine 
that do not get to the market will pay no equalization fee, and 
neither will the corn, but inevitably every bale of cotton pro
duced will have it to pay once they impose it. I am opposed 
to that until we see by proper e:A'l)eriment whether it iR prac
ticable to market a surplus and p1·event the periodic depre:i-
sion we have been having. 

Suppose you raise the price of cotton in the United Stutes 
2 cents a pound, or $10 a bale. Suppose you do, what mll 
happen? There has been produced abroad 9,000,000 bale of 
cotton pe1· year for the la t six years. 1Vhenever you raise 
the price 2 cents a pound in America, if it is not rai ed in 
Europe, do not you know that cotton will come in and we 
will be paying a tax on cotton grown in this country for the 
benefit of the fellow in India, in Braz.il, and in Egypt, and 
wherever they l'aise cotton? 

Wheat has a protection against the importation, co1·n bas a 
protection, swine has a protection ; but the cotton man is to 
pay a tax and raise the price and immediately 9,000,000 bales 
of cotton is brought into this country. 'l~here is another thing 
that is unfair to the cotton man. You say in the bill that every 
other food product arising fi·om any other commodity, except 
cotton, shall be embraced within the terms of the bill. 

But food products arising from cotton are not to be em
braced in it. You have rice in here. Th~ food products arising 
from cottonseed oil amounted last year to 811,360 tous, and 
that was outside of the cottonseed meal which goes into cattle 
and makes a food product. You have provided that the cotton~ 
seed people shall have no benefit from this, although the cot
ton people are going to pay the heaviest tax of anybody. Sup
pose you put $5 a bale on cotton. With 18,000,000 bales that 
amounts to $90,000,000. How much of the surplus is the $250,-
000,000 going to take care of? Two and a half million bales 
of cotton are surplus, and you know it will not be a drop in the 
bucket. It takes $200,000,000 to buy it alone, outside of the 
expense of handling it. There is nothing in this measure for 
cotton, except trouble, and nothing in this for the cotton peo
ple except trouble, and a tax laid specifically on a product 
that to-day is selling at below the cost of production. 

I can not be accused of being against the farmers. If I have 
good luck I shall make 150 bales of cotton this year. You step 
up and pick out of that $10 a bale, and it amountq to $1,500, 
which is three-fifths of what the fertilizer costs at the present 
excessive rates. I am interested in taking care of the farmer. 
l\fy people are cotton people and my whole accumulation is 
invested in it. I believe in cotton, and I believe it will work 
itself out, but I do not believe it will work itself out by taxa
tion. I have never yet gotten rich by being taxed, and if you 
know anybody who has, I would like to have his given name 
and like to get his recipe. The only hope I have about this 
whole proposition, beeause it seems certain that it will go 
through, is that it will go through with the Simmons amend
ment on it, which throws the whole thing into what 1~ practi
cally a primary election, and the farmers will have some say as 
to whether they will come in or not. What will happen then? 
Suppose the cotton farmer says no, that he will not go in, that 
he does not want to undertake to raise the price here by paying 
a tax, and then have it taken away from him by foreign cotton, 
and suppose the wheat and the corn folks come in and it does 
raise the price of their products to the extent of the tariff', and 
I do not think there is any question about that, whnt will 
happen? · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

l\Ir. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman six 
minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We buy our corn and wheat and flour, 
and immediately, instead of the cotton people getting anything 
out of this, they are soaked for a higher price for everything 
that they buy. Then, suppose they say that they will rai e 
those things, and if they do that, what will happen to you? 
You put that doctrine into effect all over the South, and the 
best market you have for your corn and wheat and flour and 
your livestock will be gone, and it will be gone for good, because 
once they learn to dO' that they will never revert to the other. 
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But I am not prepared to admit that it would be economically 
proper to do that, because there is a certain amount of cotton 
needed in the world. The amount is increasing, and those who 
can raise cotton more economically than they can raise other 
things ought to raise cotton, and the people who can raise 
wheat and hog and corn more economically than they can raise 
anything else ought to raise those things, and the exchange 
between the different parts of this country should regulate the 
home market for everybody, so that everybody will have some
thing, made as far as can be at home. The gentleman from 
!.Ii::;;olissippi [l\1r. QurN] had a good deal to say about voting for 
tl1e farmer. I want him to join me and vote to give $250,000,000 
for the proper orderly marketing of the farmers' products of 
thi:; country, for an experiment, whereby we can work these 
things out at the expense of all the people, just as the tariff is 
borne by all the people and the other alleged sub idies are borne 
by all of the people. ·we are entitled to have the experiment 
paid for by the Government, and not levied as a special tax on 
the farmers of the country. 

I fa>or the bill ch.nt is offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[l\Ir. CRISP], and next to ti •.itt I favor the bill offered by the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL], and I do not care 
whether my friend from Mississippi thinks it is funny that I 
should want to vote for some other bill than the Haugen bill 
or not. I am a farmer and he is a lawyer, and that i the dif-
ference between us. · 

You will notice another thing about this Haugen bill. as 
amended in the Senate, which the gentleman says he is going 
to take without the crossing of a "t" or the dotting of an "i." 
They have this pro>ision in it : 

Pt·otided, That in any State where not as many as 50 per cent of 
the producers of the commodity are members of such cooperati>e a~;so

ciations or other organizations, an expression from the producers of the 
commodity shall be obtained through a State convention of such pro
ducers. to be called by the head of the department of agriculture of 
such State, under rules and regulations prescribed by him. 

What is an expression? What is to be expressed? 
Suppo e we have not over 10 per cent of the cotton farmers 

in the cotton cooperatives, and the States of North and South 
Carolina, Alabama, and Georgia do not go in, and tl1e States of 
1\-11. ·sissippi, Oklahoma, Texas, and Arkansas vote to go in, what 
is going to be the result? How is it going to be determined? 
That matter is as indefinite as the declaration of Don Quixote 
when he was starting out to war on windmills. That is about 
tile size of it ; and yet that is the only provision that is going to 
save the farmers in our country from getting hooked up in 
thir-:. 

I want to tell you something about this matter of hearing 
from the farmers. I represent a farming district. I have heard 
from one banker who favors it-he is not a banker, he is a trust 
man-and from one farmer who is in fa>or of it, and I have 
heard twice from a fellow in 1\lr. GASQUE's district who is very 
mucb in faTor of it. He is a warehouse man, and he gave 
himself away this morning in a letter to me and other members 
of the delegation when he said if it is passed he wanted us to 
back him for a director in his district. 

Now, that is what is the matter with Hannah in a whole lot 
of places. The farmers are not paying attention to this at all. 
One gentleman who ran against me made this question-and you 
do not see him here; I am back-and yet we have the cry that 
this comes from· the farmers. When you put this into effect 
and you put the farmer up against the proposition they are 
paying anywhere from five to ten dollars a bale tax. somebody 
is going to hear from it. I say to the .farmers, " Do not you 
want that; didn't you ask me to vote for it?" The reply will 
be " Who asked you to do what? " Gentlemen, you will hear 
from it ; there is no use talking about it, I know them. There 
is another thing; either it is going to raise the price of cotton 
or it is not. Suppose it raises it here and not in Europe, as I say 
it would the 9,000,000 bales made abroad to come here, and if 
it does not, the manufacturers in my district are going to pay 
higher prices for cotton to be manufactured, and the surplus 
will be sold at a lower rate in Europe to manufacturers there, 
and we will be driven out of the foreign market on cotton 
~oods. I want the $250,000,000 and machinery to try out our 
marketing, but can not vote for the cotton tax to get it. I sup
port the Crisp bill, and if I can not get a vote on that, the 
Aswell bill. Both of these give the same appropriation and 
neither one imposes a tax on cotton, and in the language of Mr. 
Qmx, of Mississippi, he can not pay his fertilizer bill now, 
then how can he pay fertilizer bill and tax both? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. }..,ORT. How much time is there remaining? 

The CHAIR:\IAN. Answering the inquiry of the gent1eman 
from New Jersey, 23 minutes remain. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] has 1, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
AswELL] has consumed all of his time, the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] has 14 minutes, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE] has 8. 

Mr. FORT. I yield nine minutes to the gentleman from Ver
mont [Mr. BRIGHAM]. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRIGHMI. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. DICKINSON] in a speech on the Haugen 
farm relief bill made the following statement: 

The present sentiment in the New England States against farm 
legislation is largely due to the fact that in New England they buy 
dairy feeds and are therefore fearful of the increase in the cost of 
feeds in the dairy business. 

l\lr. Chairman, I belie>e the people of New England are op
posed to the Haugen-bill type of relief first of all because they 
believe it economically unsound. Furthermore, they are op
posed to Federal price :fixing in time of peace-to the begin
ning of a policy which may lead to the establishment here in 
Washington of a gigantic bureau which under the authority 
of law will determine prices according to the preponderance 
of political pressure which may be brought to bear from timo 
to time. There is opposition to this bill, I admit, and just 
opposition, in my opinion, for the very reason that the gentle
man names, not only from New England but from other sec
tions as well. The call for farm relief has been loudest and 
most persistent from the Middle West, and the Haugen bill 
is designed to relieve the producers of only five commodities
cotton, wheat, corn, rice, and swine. If the formula we adopt 
here to-day to meet conditions now existing brings relief to 
tl1ese producers by adding to the cost of production of other 
groups of producers through raising the cost of their pur
chased raw materials, then we have simply transferred dis
tress from the Middle West to other areas, and we shall be 
called upon at the next ses ion to relieve them. 

It is a m~: tter of common knowledge that the rapid settle
ment of tile public domain in the Valley of the Mississippi and 
westward and the building of railroads to h·ansport the prod
uce of the ·e rich new lands forced the farmers of the older 
States to readjust their type of agriculture and to change from 
grain growing to dairying. The eastern dairy and poultry 
industries were established upon the basis of purchasing west
ern grain, and the producers of these commodities have ever 
since been the grain grower's best customers. 

The gentleman from Iowa says that the enactment of the 
McNary-Haugen bill will have no tendency to increase the cost 
of feeds purchased by dairymen because, to quote his exact 
words: · 

The price of dairy feeds, according to all statistics, fluctuates with 
the price of dairy products and not with the price of grains. 

I submit that the gentleman from Iowa is mistaken. I have 
taken some pains to ascertain from statistics available in the 
Department of Agriculture the relationship between the price of 
grains and the dairy feeds made from them. I have some 
churts here which will show in graphic form this relationship. 
Considering that feeders of dairy cows have a somewhat wide 
range of feeds from which to choose the materials for a ration, 
and that one feed may be substituted for another, I am sur
pri!::ed to find that the relationship is so close. For instance, 
linseed-oil meal fluctuates in price very nearly with the price 
of the flaxseed from which it is made. The price of bran 
over a series of years from 1914 to 1925 has fluctuated very 
clo~ely with the price of wheat. Furthermore, the price of 

·gluten feed manufactured from corn fluctuates quite closely 
over a series of years with the price of the corn from which 
it is made. The evidence points to the fact that every cent 
added to the price of wheat or corn will find ultimately its 
proportionate reflection in the price of dairy and poultry feeds. 

I wish to point out also a very definite m~ner in which the 
Haugen bill will discriminate between different sections of the 
country in prices which result from its operation. Take, for 
instance, corn, which is purchased in somewhat large quanti
ties by easte1·n dairymen and poultry men and is used as a raw 
material in their business. 

Let us assume for purposes of illustration that the Hauge11 
bill as now written had become a law in the spring of 1924. 
The corn crop of 1924 was in rotmd numbers 2,309,000,000 
bushels. The farm price in Iowa on December 1 was 93 cents 
per bushel. This seems to have been fairly satisfactory, and 
probably the Federal farm board set up in the act would not 
have operated in corn. In 1925 the corn crop, due to larger 



3704 CONGRESSION -~.t\_L RECORD-HOUBE FEBRUARY 14 
acreage and larger yield, increased 600,000,000 bushels, and the 
December farm price in Iowa dropped to 56 cents per bushel, 
or 37 cents less than the price of 1924. Under these conditions 
the Federal farm board would probably have begun operations 
in corn. Ii a surplus of 600,000,000 bushels in 1925 over the 
CI'OP of 1024 caused a drop of 37 cents a bushel in price, then 
it is fail· to assume that restoration of the price would re
quire the removal fi·om the market of the 600,000,000-busbel 
surplus. 

The Haugen bill places upon the Federal farm board the 
responsibility of assessing an equalization fee upon each mar
keted unit to be paid into a fund to carry the expense and 
losses incurred by the operation of removing the surplus from 
the market. Where and upon what units of the product is this 
tax to be levied? The Federal farm board may levy the equali
zation tax upon the " transportation, processing, or sale " of 
a unit of the commodity. I apprehend that the proponents 
of this bill do not intend that the equalization tax ~hall be 
levied at the farm upon each bushel of corn sold. I believe 
this measure would receive few votes if it were thought that 
an army of taxgatherers would be employed to assess this 
tax upon every farmer who sold a bushel of corn to his neigh
bor. It is probable that the Federal farm board would re
quire the raih·oads to collect this equalization tax at the 
same time the freight is collected, and the tax would be assessed 
against only that part of the crop whic-h is shipped by rail. 

I am informed by the Bm·eau of Agricultural Economics 
that only 20 per cent of the corn crop of 1925 was shipped out 
of the county where grown. This means that only about 600,-
000,000 bushels of corn was shipped by rail through the regu
lar channels of trade, or about the amount the board would 
have to remove from the market to create the price conditions 
of 1924. Then for every cent per bushel loss on the surplus 
corn removed from the mai·ket a cent of equalization tax would 
have to be levied upon each bushel of corn sold through the 
regular channels of h·ade. 

What would be done with this surplus, no one has as yet 
made clear. We know that 600,000,000 bushels is more than 
twice the amount of corn imported by all the countries of 
the world taken together. It is apparent, then, that an en
larged expo1·t outlet could be obtained only. at a veritable 
slaughter in price. If this 1925 surplus of 600,000,000 bushels 
had been held in storage, it would be there yet, and the 1926 
crop would have added to it another surplus of 300,000,000 
bu"!hels over the crop of 1924, and the board would be carr;y
ing nearly 1,000,000,000 bushels of surplus corn. 

How much, then, would the equalization tax on corn amount 
to? The gentleman from Iowa took the editor of the New 
England Homestead severely to task for saying that the Federal 
farm boa1·d may fix the tax at any amount, and yet that is just 
what this bill gives the board power to do. Is it not fair to 
assume that the loss incurred in disposing of sm·plus might 
ve1·y easily amount to the difference in prices between the crops 
of 1924 and 1925, or 37 cents per bushel? 

Then let us contrast the I'elative position of the livestock 
feeder, the dairyman, and the poultry raiser in the Corn Belt, 
where a surplus of corn is available at his very door, with the 
position of the producer of these commodities who is located 
at a distance. The producer in the Corn Belt can buy all the 
corn he needs from his neighbors at the farm price without 
equalization tax. The producer located at a distance must buy 
corn which is shipped by rail and must therefore pay the Corn 
Belt farm price, freight, equalization tax, and handling charges. 
The freight chai·ges on corn to New England points is 27 cents 
per bushel. The eqllalization tax. as I have shown, in its 
limited application may be as much as 37 cents per bushel. The 
New England dairyman will likely find himself paying $20 per 
ton more for his feeding corn than the farmer of the Corn Belt. 

If you place the distant livestock produ~e,~.· in this position, 
what have you done from the national point of view to relieve 
agricultural distress? You have only transferred distress from 
one area to another. Furthermore, considering the frequent 
objections we hear on this floor to burdensome freight I'ates, 
should we give a Federal fai'm bow:d authority to order the 
railroad to collect with the freight bill a Federal tax which may 
be even a greater burden than the freight itself? 

The gentleman from Iowa further issued a warning to eastern 
dairymen that they had better permit an increase in the cost 
of grains rather than to be compelled in the future to face the 
competition of the Mid Western States in the dairy business. 

I would say in reply to the gentleman fi·om Iowa that" I can 
imagine no act of Congress better calculated to assist the Mid 
Western States to compete with easter~ dairy~en than this 

legislation we are now considering, and fo-r the reasons I have 
just enumerated. 

There is a reasont howe-'\er, why the eastern dairyman is not 
afraid of western competition, and that is the reluctance of the 
western farmer to go into dairy farmillg. I find that reason 
well expressed in an editorial in 'Vallace's Farmer, one of the 
leading Corn Belt farm papers, and, by the way, one of the 
Haugen bill's staunchest supporters. This editorial is entitled, 
" Is dairying a type of peasant farming? " It speaks of the 
propaganda then put forth in behalf of dairy farming, and ays: 

There is great danger tn this sudden hue and cry after dairying. 
Dairying is a highly specialized type of farming and, in our opinion1 the 
average farmer in the Corn Belt recei-ves smaller pay per hour for the 
time he spends on his milk cows than for the time which he :=;pends 
taking care of his crops or his hogs. 

The editorial says further that-
The dairy herd must be milked regularly twice a day 365 clays 

a year. The man who embarks on dairying, puts up a silo, and installs 
the modern stanchions and other equipment which are necessary if effi
cient dairying is to be done, has committed himself to staying exceed
ingly close at home day after day for at least several years. It he is 
to get more than 20 cents an hour tor the labor which he puts on his 
cows he must make plans 10 or 15 yf'ars ahead in the matter of building 
up his herd by the use of goo.d sire& 

• * • * • 
Dairying is the closest approach to peasant tm·ming which we have 

at the present time in the Corn Belt. It involves long hours of hard 
labor at a low wag~. and that is the essence of peasant farming. 

I, M:r. Ohairman, come from a district where dairying is not 
considered a type of peasant farming and we are unwilling it 
should be made so. It i. our principal farm industry and has 
been for half a centm·y. Being engaged in that business my elf, 
I know the confining hours, early and late, which must be put 
in by the dairyman. I do agree that Wallace's Farmer is l'igbt 
in warning farmers who are looking for short hours, for days 
off, and for long vacation periods between crop seasons not to 
go into that occupation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if our eastern dairy farmers are enduring 
their burdens patiently and by working these long hours and by 
the practicing of thrift and economy are paying for their homes, 
making a living for their families, and becoming people of sub
stance in the communities in which they live, is it justice for 
the Goverll.lhent of the United States to interfere and take away 
that which they have earned by imposing a tax upon the raw 
material they must buy? 

Any sound measure for the relief of agriculture will apply to 
all crops and all products alike and not to a few. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate announced that the 
Senate further insists upon its amendments Nos. 8, 9, and 10 to 
the bill H. R. 16462, entitled "An act making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1927, and prior fiscal years, and to provide 
urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal yeai' ending 
June 30, 1927, and for other purposes," disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, and asks a further conference with 
the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. WARREN, Mr. CURTIS, and Mr. OvERMAN. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendments House bills of the following titles : 

H. R. 1231. An act for the relief of ~Iary Moore ; and 
H. R. 3432. An act for the relief of Joel 0. Clore. 
The message also announced that the Senate insists upou its 

amendment to the bill H. R. 3436, entitled "An act for the relief 
of certain officers and former officers of the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes," disagreed to by the IIou e of 
Representatives. and agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes ot the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 1\ir. 1\IEAKS, 
Mr. C.APPEB, and 1\Ir. T:&.U.!MELL. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill H. R. 16863, entitled "An act making 
appropriations for the legislative branch of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other purpo e ," 
disagreed to by the Honse of Representatives, and aarees to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses the!eon, and had appointed as conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. WARREN, Mr. SMOOT, Mr. Oom'ls, l\lr. 
HARRIS, and Mr. JONES of New Mexico. 
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M'NARY-HAUGE...~ FARM RELIEF BILL 

The committee resumed its session. 
.fr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of 

my time, 8 minutes, to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
HASTIJ'\OS]. [Al1p1ause.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, the fu·st question involved 
is whether or not there is a real farm problem to be met and 
solved. No one bas disputed this in the debate. The only 
question is as to the remedy. 

We ba ve been considering farm legislation for the past three 
or four years. Because of differences among us no legislation 
has been enacted. The movement has been nation-wide to press 
upon Congress the importance of beneficial legislation. In
numerable persons, the heads of farm organizations, business 
men, bankers, and others interested, have met in their respec
tive communities and have carefully studied all plans submitted, 
and their representatives who have appeared before the Com
mittee on Agriculture have almost with one accord urged the 
passage of the so-called McNary-Haugen bill. 

We debated a similar bill at length during the last session 
of Congress. I called attention then in great detail to the de
pre sed condition of the farmer. His condition grows worse 
instead of better. The farmers and business men of the country 
arc anxiously looking to Congress for some beneficial legislation. 

Nearly every farmer in my district with whom I talked while 
at home asked me: What are you going to do for the farmer? 
He knows I am in sympathy with him and he has confidence 
that I will give this subject the very best thought of which 
I am capable, and that I will do what I can to secure beneficial 
legislation. 

DSPRESSED CONDITION OF FARMERS A NATIONAL PROBLEM 

There are 6,500,000 farmers in the United States and approxi
mately one-third of the population of the country, or between 
thirty-five and forty million people, live upon farms. Every
one, either directly or indirectly, is more or le s affected by 
the conditions in the farming industry. Surely, the matter is 
of such pressing importance that this Congress should not ad
journ without the enactment of some legislation for their 
benefit. 

Pass this bill and you add to the prosperity of the entire citi
zenship of the Nation. The prosperous farmer buys more of the 
goods manufactured in the East, furnishes more products for 
transportation, spends more improving his farm, employs more 
labor, has money in the bank, spends more money with local 
merchants, more generously supports schools and churches, and 
is better able to clothe, educate, and maintain his family. The 
proceeds of his products marketed go into the channels of trade, 
and the result is beneficial to all. 

We all appreciate that this legislation is new; that it will 
require amending from time to time as its administration may 
disclose defects, but that there is a pre sing demand for legisla
tion of this character smely can not be disputed. Even the 
gentleman fr·om New Jersey [Mr. FoRT] admits that there is 
a real farm problem and, in fact, everyone who has spoken 
upon the bill admits that the farmer is in a ·precarious condi
tiop.. The question has been as to the remedy. 

OGR DlFFERENCES ARE AS TO THE REMEDY 

Those from the East urge that it will raise the price of 
foodstuffs to the consumer and for that reason oppose the 
legislation. Others urge that because of beneficial legislation 
in the form of the tariff, manufactured articles are entirely 
too high and that the tariff should be lowered. I am in 
·ympathy with this argument, but every Member of the House 
knows that we can not reform the tariff during the p1·esent 
administration. 

It is urged that freight rates are too high. I did not vote for 
the E ·ch-Cummins railroad bill and made a speech against it. 
I predicted then that freight rates would be increased. I would 
be glad now to support legislation to lower them. Everyone 
appreciates, however, that this can not be done during the 
present session and during the present administration. 

It is argued that the farmers should diversify their crops. 
With this I agree in so far as they can and conditions will 
permit. Every farmer, landowner, and tenant should raise 
what his family eats and should raise feed for his livestock. 
However, climate, character of soil, and financial and market
ing conditions interfere with this if they do not prevent satis
factory diver ification. To illustrate, you can not raise cotton 
in the Northern States. Wheat must be sown in a limestone 
soil. The financial condition of many farmers requires that 
they raise cash crop. which may be readily sold, because they 
do not have the money to buy stock to which to feed corn and 
other farm products. 

LXVIII--234 

It is insisted that the acreage of fue farmers should be 
reduced as to certain commodities. If this bill is enacted its 
educational value to the farmers will be very great. All will 
receive the benefits of the bill. They will be advised through 
the cooperatives and other governmental agencies familiar with 
conditions and warned in advance of the large surplus of any 
commodity that will be carried over. This will result in de
creased acreage the following year. However, decreased acre
age does not always determine the amount of a commodity pro
duced. Because of adverse weather conditions and other 
factors beyond the control of the farmers there is a great varia
tion in the amount of any commodity produced. In 1920 the 
average yield of corn was 31.5 bushels per acre, and in 1924, 
22.9 bushels. In 1921 the average yield of cotton was 124.5 
pounds per acre, and in 1924 it was 156.8. This acreage varia
tion in yield is true of all crops, and the -variation in }}rice is 
equaUy as great. This bill has for one of its purposes the 
stabilization of prices in farm products so that the fiuctuations 
may not be so great. 

'Vhen no other excuse can be summoned the two very con
venient and always ready arguments are advanced: (1) That 
the bill is "economically unsound," and this we have attempted 
to disprove, and (2) that the bill is "unconstitutional.., Of 
course I would not knowingly vote for an unconstitutional bill. 
The report of the committee anticipates this objection and de
fends its constitutionality. I prefer to follow the judgment of 
the committee that has closely studied the question than the 
enemies of all farm legislation. 

Are we, then, to do nothing? Are we to adjourn and pass n~ 
legislation of benefit and leave the farmers in their present 
financially depressed condition? 

LOSSES OF FARMERS (192()-1925) STAGGERING 

At the last session of Congress, during the consideration of a 
similar bill, I assembled some a1·guments empha izing the need 
of fru.·m legislation, which conclusively showed that there was 
and is a real farm problem to be met. · 

During the five years from 1919 to 1925 the exchange value 
of farm products has shrunk $13,000,000,000. The shrinkage of 
farm lands has been from $54,800,000,000 to $37,800,000,000, or 
$17,000,000,000. 

According to a report of the Secretary of Agriculture the ex
change value of farm products for manufactured products in 
1925 was 60.3 cents. In other words, the farmer lo..."eS in 
exchange value on every dollar 39.7 cents. No individual, com
pany, or firm engaged in business can survive that contributes 
39.7 cents out of every dollar to other industries. 

Let us examine the avE>rage income of the farmer. It is given· 
in the report at approximately $730 per year, and this includes 
the labor of the farmer's wife and all other members of his 
family. 

The average income of industrial and clerical workers is 
almost double this, or $1,415 per year. 

It must also be remembered that industrial and clerical work
ers are comfortably housed and are not affected by the hazards 
of the seasons, work eight hours per day, and this does not 
include the labor of the wife and other members of the famiJy, 

From the $730 annual income of the farmer $630 is deducted 
for living expenses, leaving the farmer for clothing, education 
of his children, recreation, and other expenses the sum of 
only $100. 

CATTLEMEN LOST $2_,360J000_.000 AND ALL WE NT BROKE 

Let us be a little more specific : The hog producers of the 
country during the five years from 1919 to 1925 lost $2,680,-
000,000. The cattlemen during the same period lost $2,360,-
000,000, and every single one of them, without exception, who 
did business on borrowed capital, went broke. The los~ to the 
corn producers was over $1,000,000,000. The wheat farmers 
lost $1,150,000,000. Cotton is now being sold below the cost of 
production. When we were debating this bill at the last ses
sion cotton was worth 18 cents per- pound, and that was esti
mated by economists tn the House to be the cost of production. 
Congress adjourned without enacting any legislation, and 
cotton fell during the recess to between 11 and 12 cents. The 
prospect of passing this bill has advanced the price of cotton 
slightly. In other words, cotton fell 7 cents per pound to the 
producers. They lost $35 per bale below the cost of production. 
Surely we are not going to remain here during the last days of 
this session without enacting some legislation to help the 
deplorable condition of the farmers. 

The Department of Agriculture estimates the total crop value 
of the 55 principal crops for the year 1926 at $7,801,313,000, or a 
decrea. e of $1,148,000,000, as compared with their 1925 value. 
Surely tlle decline can not long continue. It has reache<l the 
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bottom. The farmers and small business men throughout the 
1\Iiddle West will not stand for it. 

LEGISLATION FOR OTHER CLASSES ENACTED 

We have enacted beneficial legislation for practically all other 
· classes, both at home and abroad. The tarift' raises the cost of 
manufactured products to the consumers and requires them to 
pay tribute on account of this privileged legislation. The 
farmer loses in the exchange value of the products of the farm 
39.7 cents out of every dollar. Surely no person can success
fully defend this special-privilege legislation. 

It enabled the Steel Corporation to declare a 40 per cent 
stock dividend, and in addition the regular quarterly dividend, 
and in addition placed a large amount-$500,000,000-to their 
surplus. The consumers of the country, including the farmers, 
out of this 39.7 cents out of every dollar, contributed to this 
dividend. Surely n6 one can defend it and I believe everyone 
will agree that the steel industry needs no special tariff pro
tection. 

I only use this as one illustration. Many other industries 
are making enormous profits at the expense of the consumers 
and are paying large dividends. The statistics show that the 
average farm dividend is 2 per cent or under. The farmers 
of the country have been reduced to industrial slavery. They 
have mortgages upon their farms to the amount of $12,250,-
000,000, and they are besieging Congress for some relief. 

We enacted legislation for the benefit of the railroads. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission has placed the rates on tl·ans
portation so high that the railroads, during the past year, 
showed the greatest net receipts in a quarter of a century. 
Now, mind you, I am not opposed to capital. I believe that 
all capital legitimately invested should be protected and should 
bring fa ir returns, but I am opposed to special-privilege legis
lation which enables, for instance, the Steel Corporation to de
clare a dividend of 40 per cent in stock, in addition to the 
regular quarterly dividends, and to place a large amount to 
surplus, and at the same time the farmers have lost during the 
past five years, through shrinkage in the value of farm prod
ucts and farm lands, $30,000,000,000 and secured only 2 per 
cent on their investment, particularly when I keep in mind that 
the farmer, his wife, and children work on an average from 
12 to 14 hours per day and are subjected to all the hazards 
of the seasons--the 1·ain, snow, drought, and various pests, 
such as the boll ,,·eevil, which destroy the fruits of his labor. 

\Ve u ed a comparatively small amount of money in maintain
ing the price of wheat during the war, lost no money, but made 
a profit. This bill can be administered in such a way as to 
reduce the commission or equalization fee to a minimum and 
perhaps eliminate it altogether. The farm population is de
creasing at a rate estimated at more than 500,000 annually. 
Improvements on the farms are deteriorating. 1\Iany farms 
have been and are now being abandoned. Large numbers are 
untilled. Mortgages are being foreclosed in surprisingly large 
numbers. Taxes are unpaid and become a lien against the 
farms, with heavy penalties. Everyone who represents the 
farmers of the Middle West knows that this picture is not 
overdrawn. Conditions generally are not improving. Shall we 
not attempt to afford some measure of relief before we adjourn? 

TARIFF ARGUMENT A SUBTERFUOID 

Every subterfuge is attempted to be found. In 1921 the 
emergency tariff bill was enacted. Instead of the price of farm 
products going up they went down. Everyone knows that 
where we raise an exportable surplus that a tariff can be of no 
benefit on agricultural products. Take cotton for example: We 
export approximately 60 per cent of our cotton. We are not 
only attempting to find a domestic but a foreign market. A 
tariff of $1 per pound on cotton would be of no benefit to the 
cotton producers of the country. What is true of cotton is true 
of other agricultural products, where we raise an exportable 
surplus. I can not, therefore, knowing the farm problem as 
I do, help but take a sympathetic view of the condition of the 
farmers. I think I know these conditions. I was raised on a 
farm. I own farm lands. Every per ·on in my district is either 
directly or indirectly dependent upon the farmer. They all 
sympathize with him. They do not believe he gets a square 
deal from our National Government. I share this belief. 

Just one more illustration: Take labor, for instance. Through 
laws we have restricted immigration and I voted for that. In 
1907, 1,207,000 immigrants came to this country. Under existing 
law approximately 150,000 may now come each year. They 
should not be permitted to come any faster than they can be 
assimilated into the citizenship of our country and compete 
with labor in this country. 

Other illustrations might be multipli~d: We gave large land 
grants to railroads which built their lines across the continent 
some 60 years ago. We have appropriated vast sums, estl-

mated at $2,150,000,000, for the merchant marine. We remitted 
to foreign governments on their war loans $10,705,000,000-
which I voted against-because it was argued they were unable 
to pay. · 

When we insi. t that the Government should supply a revolv
ing fund to assist the farmers through storage and orderly 
marketing to secure a fair price for their products, it is called a 
subsidy. 

BA~K FAILCRES DUE TO FARM CO!IIDITIO~S 

During the years 192Q-1926, inclusive, there were 421 na
tional bank failures and 2,647 State bank failures in this 
country, or a total of 3,068 banks, with liabilities of $990,161,-
000. These banks were practically all located in the agricul
tural sections of the country. What few banks failed in other 
sections failed on account of local causes. The reason for these 
failures was given as fr<Yum assets or inability to collect, very 
largely, the notes due on account of farm loans. This indicate-s 
why the Oklahoma State Bankers' Association is urging fa1·m 
legislation and that every industry, large and small throu"'hont 
the farming sections dependent upon farming are lnterest~d in 
having Congress take favorable action on farm legislation. 

This is not a partisan question and should not be viewed 
!rom a partisan standpoint. We must answer to om· constitu
ents for the record which we make here. 
. If .the eli~ible voters ?f the Nation would constantly keep 
m mmd their own best mterests and not be diverted to ques
tions of lesser importance, and would go to the polls and vote, 
they would have a more potential voice in the affairs of the 
country. The farmers are not organized, too frequently vote 
their prejudices, and many neglect to go to the polls. Only 
about 51 per cent exercised the right of franchise in 1924. The 
big interests are organized, active, and ale1·t, and get their full 
strength to the polls on election day. 

BILL INDORSED BY COTTON GROWERS AND JI'Ait~I ORGANlZATIONS 
The Oklahoma Cotton Growers' Association has studied the 

ptinciples of the McNary-Haugen bill and have indorsed it as 
the following telegram indicates : ' 

Hon. WM. W. HASTINGS~ 
Washington1 D. 0.: 

0KLAHOlL\ CITY~ February 1-W, W~ • . 

The 57,000 members of the Oklal1oma Cotton Growers' .Association, 
together with other farm organizations in Oklahoma, aL·e praying for 
relief in their present distressed condition on account of the etl.'ect of 
the present surplus cotton. We believe McNary-IIaugen bill will 
relieve situation to a great extent and ask you to do everything in 
your power to bring about the passage of. the McNary-Haugen bill 
as amendl'd by the Senate last week. 

SAlll L. MORLEY, 
General Manager OklahQma Ootton Grotcers' A.ssoc-iation. 

The State Bankers' Association, in convention last year, 
studied the bill and indorsed it. I know of no farm organiza
tion that has stqdied this bill that has not given it approval. 

The report on the McNary-Haugen bill shows that practically 
every nation-wide farm organization in the country has iu
dor ed the bill. This is an indorsement after some two . or 
three years' mature study. It is not fair, therefore, to say 
that the principles of the bill have not been carefully analyzed 
and then indorsed by practically all of the farm organizations 
of the country. When a member of your family falls si<-k a 
physician is sent for who diagnoses the case and prescribes a 
remedy. When you are confronted with litigation an experi
enced lawyer is called upon, the facts in the case are submitted 
to him for advice and assistance. Now, if I had any doubt as 
to the remedy for the agricultural depression I would resolve 
that doubt in favor of the judgment of the nation-wide farm 
organizations. 

I would not be prepared to set up my individual judgment, 
if doubtful about the remedy, as against the combined judg
ment of the very best thought of the Nation upon this subject. 
Fortunately for me, my judgment is in harmony with their~. 
and I am therefore favoring this legislation because, after the 
most careful study I could give to it, I am convinced that it 
is the best legislation that has been p1·esented ·and that it will 
prove effective. I do not mean that it may not need some 
amendments. We have never passed any very important legis
lation that defects in the administration of it have not been 
pointed out and perfected by amendments at subsequent ses
sions of Congress. There are certain amendments to this bill 
that I would like to see incorporated, but I am only one of 435 
Members of Congress, and not being a member of the Com
mittee on Agriculture, I will not be a.bl"e to get them adopted. 
and in view of our substituting the Senate bill, and the 
short time before adjournment of this session, I think Ute 
House should pass this bill as it passed the Senate without 
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amendment, so that it will not have to go to conferen~ and 
whatever defects, if a11y are folmd to exist in the bill, can be 
perfected at the next session. It is much easier to amend a 
bill than to pass a new one. I remember well in 1913 that 
practically every national bank in the country was against the 
Federal reserve law. Oyer 13 years have elapsed. It saved 
the Nation from financial panics. Now everyone commends it 
It is true that it has been amended from time to time, as de
fects appeared in its administration. That will be true as to 
this legislation. I am therefore going to vote for the McNary
Haugen bill. I am going to vote against the Crisp substitute 
and I am going to vote against a motion to recommit, if one is 
made to substitute the Aswell bill for this bill. 

Among the amendments I would like to see a<lded to the bill 
are: 

First. I would increase th'e revolving fund to $500,000,000, not 
that I think it would be needed but for the psychological effect 
that the enlarged financial ability to render needed assistance 
would have. 

Second. I would allocate a definite amount to each commodity 
as a guaranty against any fear of sectional favoritism. 

Third. I would defer the collection of the equalization fee 
for one or two years and permit the Government to absorb the 
loss out of the revolving fund, if any, until the people became 
familiar with the details of administration. 

M'NARY-HAUGEN BILL REVIEWED 

Now, let me briefly review the provisions of these three 
measures. ' 

In the first place permit me to compliment the Committee on 
Agriculture, and, in fact, the authors of all three of the bills, 
by saying that none of them contain any techllical provisions 
that can not be easily understood by the average person. Ally
one can take the McNary-Haugen bill and read it and under
stand it. The report submitted in beha,lf of this bill has been 
very carefully prepared and is one of the best reports to 
Congress I have ever read. It contains much explanation and 
information and, I might say, justification. The report; to my 
mind, completely defends this bill. 

Now, what does the bill do and what are the differences be
tween the three bills submitted to Congress? 

In the first place section 1 of the McNary-Haugen bill con
tains the following declaration of policy and the language can 
not be improved upon : 

SECTION 1, It is hereby declared to be the policy of Congress to 
promote the ordPrly marketi.ng of basic agricultural commodities in 
interstate and foreign commerce and to that end to provide for the 
control and dispo&ition of surpluses of such commodities, to enable 
producers of such commodities to stabilize their markets against undue 
nnd excessive fluctuations, to preserve advantageous domestic markets 
for such commodities, to minimize speculation and waste in marketing 
such commodities, and t() encourage the organization of producers of 
tuch commodities into cooperative marketing associations. 

It prov.ides for a Federal farm board of 12 members, one 
from each of the 12 Federal land bank districts, to be selected 
from a list of three names recommended by a nominating com
mittee, composed of .five personst four of whom are to be 
selected by farmers or farm organizations, the fifth to be 
selected by the Secretary of Agriculture. This should insure 
the selection of men in sympathy with the farmers and in
terested in the success of the bill. 

All advisoi'Y committee of seven members for each commod
ity is to be selected to confer and advise with the members of 
the board. The basic commodities included in the bill are 
corn, cotton, wheat, rice, swine, and tobacco. The bill is not 
to go into effect as -to any agricultural commodity until and 
unless members of the board representing the farm land bank 
districts which in the aggregate produced during the pre
ceding crop year 50 per cent of such commodity shall vote in 
favor of it, and this can not be done unless both the advisory 
committee representing the commodity and the board further 
finds that the farm organi~ations representing the producers 
of the commodity favor the full cooperation of the board. In 
other words, it is voluntary with the producers of any com
modity as to whether they will accept the terms of the bill 
and have an operating period declared, and having accepted 
the terms of the bill they can terminate the operating period 
with respect to any commodity at their own pleasure and in 
the same way. If the farmers find that the bill is not effective, 
in the first ptace they do not have to accept its benefits, and 
if after having come under the provisions of the bill they wish 
to do so they can voluntarily withdraw themselves. . 

The bill provides for a revolving fund of $250,000,000 and 
authorizes ari appropriation of $500,.000 for the expense of 
administration. 

Section 9 of the bill provides for an equalization fee to be 
estimated by the board to cover the probable advances, losses, 
costs, and charges, to be collected upon each unit of the agri
cultural commodity coming within the operation of the law. 
This fee is to be paid unde1· rules and regulations of the board, 
as provided for in the bill. 

This is the provision of the bill against which most of the 
criticism is leveled and which I will refer to again in a 
moment. 

The board must find, to illustrate with cotton, that there is a 
surplus above the requirements for orderly marketing, and 
with respect to other basic commodities that there is a surplus 
either above domestic requirements or a surplus above the 
requirements for orderly marketing. 

Now, let us see how this bill will work, using cotton as an 
illustration: The board would be compelled to find during the 
present year that the 18,600,000 bales constituted a surplus 
above the requirement for the orderly marketing of cotton, 
and if the advisory board and the representatives of the farm 
organization favor the declaration of an operating period as 
to cotton. and the board from the farm land bank districts 
which produced 50 per cent or more cotton, vote in favor of 
declaring an operating period with respect to cotton, they shall 
so declare or issue a proclamation to that effect. 

During the operating period the board is directed to assist 
in removing, withholding, or disposing of the surplus of cotton 
with cooperative associations engaged in handling it, or by 
entering into agreements with the group or association created 
by one or more of such cooperative associations or other 
agencies provided for in the bill, and the expense of storing 
and holding the cotton would be paid from a stabilization fund 
created out of the $250,000,000 revolving fund, . replenished b,Y 
the equalization fee which is paid upon each bale of cotton 
produced and sold. 

In the event the revolving fund is exhausted this equaliza
tion fee augments the amount in the stabilization fund. This 
is one of the principal differences between the McNary-Haugen 
bill and the other two bills. 

EQUALIZATION FE1!1 rs A COMMISSION FOR S.ElRVICE RENDERJID 

Before we get frightened let us examine a little more closely 
the so-called equalization fee. · There is perhaps not a cattle 
or hog man in the country who, when he ships a carload of 
hogs or cattle to market, but ships them th1·ough a commission 
firm and pays to this fu·m a commission, or charge, or you 
might call it an equalization fee. The equalization fee is the 
commission which the producers pay on each unit of the agri
cultural commodity which comes within the provisions of the 
bill to cover his pro rata share of the cost and charges and 
estimated losses or advances. He is doing just what the hog 
and cattle men do when they ship to market. He is paying a 
commission or equalization fee. 

When the Federal reserve bank system was created every 
member bank was compelled to contribute its ratable share by 
subscribing for a certain amount of stock and by depositing a 
per cent of its deposits, without interest, in order to create a 
financial reservoir or insurance- fund which could be used 
by the Federal reserve banks to come to the assistance of mem
ber banks through loans or rediscounts. The same principle is 
involved in this bill. Each pays a commission or equalization 
fee in proportion to the benefit received. No more and no less. 
The same principle is involved in the farm land bank system. 
Each borrower is required to subscribe for a certain amount of 
the stock and must pay in addition to the rate of interest an 
amount sufficient to cover the cost · of administration. You 
might call this a commission or equalization fee. 

If this bill will enable the farmers to get more for their 
products through the payment of a commission, or equalization 
fee, as one interested in farming it would be good business for 
me to pay it. 

CRISP AND ASWELL BILLS COMPARED-NOT ADEQUATE 

The Crisp bill creates a board of 12 members in the Depart
ment of Agriculture, not in sympathy with the provisions of the 
bill, selected not upon the advice of a nominating committee, 
but with an advisory council. When the board, hedged about 
with many limitations (sec. 7) determines that an emergency 
exists it may require cooperative associations to form a corpo
ration and advance the money out of the revolving fund to 
make purchases of any commodity under certain conditions 
(sec. 10) to assist cooperatives in the orderly marketing of any 
commodity, and it may advance money to the cooperatives to 
provide storage facilities (sec. 14). 

The Aswell bill creates a board of 12 nominated by the Presi
dent and confirmed by the Senate, selected not upon the advice 
of a nominating committee, and this board is authorized to 
create a corporation with six directors and subscribe for all 
of its stock. 
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Both of these bllls authorize an appropriation of $250,000,000 

as a revolving fund. Neither provides for the payment of any 
losses. Both, under certain conditions and in a very limited 
way, are meant to assist the farmers in the orderly marketing 
of their products under certain limitations or conditions. 

Now, what are the differences in the three bills? As I ana
lyze them they are threefold : 

The McNary-Haugen bill will be administered by the advice 
of the farmers in sympathy with the bill and interested in mak
ing it a success. 

Second. The equalization fee contributes to and keeps replen
ished the stabilization fund and insures its permanency. 

Third. And to my mind this is the controlling factor, it con
centrates and gives the bargaining power as respects any com
modity to the cooperatives or agencies recognized by the board 
with whom agreements are made. 

Let me illustrate this with cotton: Assuming that under the 
conditions of the bill the operating period on cotton has been 
declared by the board. When representatives of spinners from 
the ea t ern mills or foreign governments come to buy cotton 
they must bargain not with the helpless and financially dis
tressed farmers, who must sell to meet their pressing obliga
tions, but with the agencies recognized by the board, and cotton 
will not then be forced upon a ruined and depressed market, but 
stored and orderly marketed by experienced men who know con
ditions and who will exact a fair price. Suppose you had the 
bargaining power of all of any commodity and a financial res
ervoir created out of a revolving fund of $250,000,000, would you 
not be able to secure a fair price? 

The McNary-Haugen bill in ures the benefits of the bill to' 
all producers, whether they belong to cooperatives or not. They 
pay their proportionate share and secure proportionate benefits. 
There is no way to bring all the producers of any commodity 
under the terms of the Crisp or Aswell bills. These measures 
will reach only a small percentage of the producers of any com
modity. As a result the agencies created will not have the full 
bargaining :Power of the commodity. That is the reason coop
era th·es now fail. Only about 7 per cent of the farmers belong 
to cooperatives. They can not control the bargaining power of 
the commodity. A few-about 7 per cent-must attempt to 
finance for all. They can not control and store and withhold for 
orderly marketing enough of any commodity to insure a fair 
price to the producers. Seven per cent of them can not carry the 
load. Farmers are scattered across the continent. There are 
six and one-half millions of them. They can not be organized. 
Of the 197,000 farmers in 9klahoma, 115,000 are tenant farmers. 
Many live in sparsely settled communities. Their necessities 
force them to market their crops in order to meet their obliga
tions to business men and banks. The steel men and manufac
turers are comparatively few. They can and do organize. They 
can withhold their products from the markets. They IHe finan
cially able to do this. This bill concentrates the bargaining 
power for the producers of farm products. 

'l'he bankers of the country met at Memphis, Tenn., during 
the past season and tried to finance the cotton producers of the 
South. It was not a success fQ,l" two reasons : First, they were 
unable to finance it, and, second, they could not secure con
certed action so as to insure the full bargaining power. 

You ask, Will this bill raise the price of farm products to the 
consumers? That depends upon its administration. Suppose 
the middlemen are eliminated and the spread between the pro
ducers and consumers is saved to the producers. They would 
receive a substantial benefit even if the price of their commodity 
is not advanced to the consumers. But will anyone argue that 
the spinners of cotton or consumers of food products should not 
pay the cost of production plus a reasonable profit to the pro
ducers that resulted through concentration of bargaining 
power, storage, and orderly marketing, even if they had to pay 
a higher price? Are the farmers to be compelled, for want of 
assistance, to sell their products at ruinous prices? I know 
that the farmers can not survive under present conditions. I 
am willing to contribute my ratable share, whether it is called 
a commission or an ' equalization fee, if it will result in a better 
and a fair price for farm products and again restore confidence 
of all of the people in the justice and fairness of our Govern
ment and bring happines , contentment, and prosperity to the 
farmers and business men throughout the country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla
homa has expired. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHINDBLOM]. 

l\{r. CHINDBLOM. .Mr. Chairman, I am informed that the 
Committee on Agriculture had no hearings on this bill. I am 
also advised that no estjmate was obtained from any source as 
to the cost of administration. I therefore addt·essed a letter to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, asking his views on. the adminis-

trative features and the probable cost of administration, and I 
have a reply from the Secretary of the Treasury. I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks so as to i.llclude my letter 
and the reply thereto from Secretary Mellon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The letter and inclosure referred to are as follows: 

FEBRUARY 9, 1927. 
Hon .. ANDREW ~1ELLON, 

Secretary of tlw Treasury, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR MR. SECRE-TARY : If agreeable to you, I would like to have your 

views on the administrative features, including cost of administration, 
involved in the execution of the provisions of House bill 15474, a bill 
proposed " to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly mar
keting and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural 
commodities." The Treasury Department wlll l.Jave much to do with 
the administration of the provisiol)s of this bill, including, as I under
stand it, the collection of the equalization fee. 

Very truly yours, 
CARL R. CHINDBLOM. 

THE SECRETA.RY OF THE TREASURY, 

Washington, February 11, 191!:7. 
Hon. CARL R. CHINDBLOM, 

Committee otJ. Ways a.nd Means, 
House of Representatives, WashitJgton, D. a. 

MY DEAR 1\IR. CHINDBLOt.1 : I have your letter of February 9 request
ing my views on the administrative features of House bill 15474, more 
particularly with reference to the cost of administration of the provi
sions of the bill. In compliance with your request I have asked the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue to prepare a memorandum as to the admin
istrative costs of collecting the equalization fee, which, in many respects 
as to administration, is similar to our excise taxes. I inclose herewith 
a copy of the estimate prepared by the Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

Sincerely yours, 
A. W. MELLON, 

Seoretary of tlw TrcaBury. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Wa8h4ngton., February 11, 1m. 
Memorandum on the cost of administration of House bill 15474. 

You have asked for comment as to the administrative features in
volved in complying with the provisions of H. R. 15474, a bill proposed 
" to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing 
and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agTicultural com
modities." You also asked for an estimate of the cost of administration. 

The . two major factors involved in tlle administration of the . pro
posed legislation are: 

A. Administrative organization and expense thereof. 
B. Collection of equaliza tlon fee. 

ADMINIST.RATIVE ORGANIZATION AND EXPENSE THEREOF 

The following statement indicates the organization and the esti
mated annual cost of maintenance thereof. 

Ji'eckral farm board 

P»RSONNEL 
Board members, salaries $10,000 each ___________________ $120, 000 
1 secretary (average salary, grade C. A. F. 12)----------- 5, 800 
1 chief clerk (average salary, grade C. A. F. 11) ---------- 4, 400 
Experts, 5 at average salary of $5,800 (one for each basic 

commodity)------------------------------------------12 secretaries to members, $2,100 each __________________ _ 
1 chief statistician _________________________________ _ 
1 assistant statisticia.n..---------------------------------5 grade 10 employees, $3,600 each, average ________________ _ 

29,000 
25,200 

5,800 
4,400 

18,000 
15, 000 

7,1>00 
13,200 
16,800 

7,500 
u,7oo 

10 stenographers, C. A. F. 2, average salary $1,500--------
5 file clerks, average $1,500 each, grade 2----------------
10 typists, average $1,320 each, grade 1------------------
10 clerks, average $1,680, grade 3--- --------------------
5 clerks, average $1,500 each, grade 2--------------------
5 messengers at $1,140 each------~--------------------
100 field investigators, at $2,100 average salary, to be as-

signed to auditing and investigating accounts covering 
equalization fees--------------------------- ---------- 210, 000 

TRAVEL A~D SUESISTENClil 
Board members, $600 per member _______________________ _ 
Experts, 5 at $1,000 each ______________________________ _ 
Secretaries, 12 at $600 each _________ ___________ __ ___ ___ _ 
Field investigators, average ~1.800 each __________________ _ 

llflSCELLA)l"EOUS EXPENSES 

Rent, 20,000 square feet, at $2 pel' square fooL _______ _____ _ 

j1~;~~~~~a!_~~~~~~~~=================================== Stationery and periodicals---------:--:------------------:- -

Total----------------------------~------ - -~-----

7,200 
5,000 
7,200 

180, 000 

40,000 
3,GOO 

11. 800 
3,000 

H6,100 
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NOMINATING C"OMMITTEE 

Salaries, 60 members at $20 a day for 5 days ___________ _ 
Travel and subsistence (average subsistence $10 per day for 

11 days, transportation average $100 per member)-----

To~--------------------------------------------

ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Salaries, 35 members, $20 per day for 20 days per year ___ _ 
Secretary to each of 5 councils, $16.11 a day for 25 days __ _ 
Tra·vel and subsistence (.25 days at $7 a day for each of the 

$6,000 

12,600 

18,600 

14,000 
2,013 

35 members ; transportation, $100 a man for 2 trips 
each year)---------------------------------------- 9,625 ----

Total_________________________________________ 25,638 

Grand total-------------------------------------- 790,338 
COLLECTIO:S OF EQUALIZATION FEE 

The first importa.nt factor to be considered in this connection ls 
the . method to insme the filing of correct returns and the collection 
from various designated agencies of the equalization fee for each unit 
of basic commodity on which such fee is levied. 

The bill provides that the equalization fee may be collected under 
such regulations as- the board may prescribe during operations in a 
basic agricultural commodity and that the fee shall be paid upon any 
of the following : The transportation, processing, or sale of such unit. 
It also provides that no more than one equalization fee shall be col
lected in respect to any unit. The board shall determine in the case 
of any class of transactions in the commodity whether the equalization 
fee shall be upon transportation, processing, or sale. The board may 
require any person engaged in the transportation, processing, or acquisi-
tion by sale of a basic commodity : / 

(1") To file returns under oath and to report, in respect of his trans
portation, processing, or acquisition of such commodity, the amount of 
equalization fees payable thereon and such other facts as may be neces
sary for their payment or collection. 

(2) To collect the equalization fee as directed by the board and to 
account therefor. 

(3) In the ease of cotton to issue to the producer a serial receipt 
for the commodity which . shall be evidence of the participating interest 
of the producer in the equalization fund for the commodity. The 
board may in such case prepare and issue such receipts and prescribe 
the terms and conditions thereof. The Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the request of the board, shall have such receipts prepared at. the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Discussing the general terms of the bill, it ls understood that its 
purP<>se is to provide methods·· to dispose of the surplus of any one 
of the five basic agricultural commodities, and that the method of dis
posing of such surplus will be either by sale to foreign markets at the 
best price possible or by withholding such surplus pending more advan
tageous conditions. The loss incurred as a result of such action will 
be apportioned and assessed upon each unit of the particular com
modity as the commodity moves in commerce. As set forth above, the 
board may require either the person engaged in the transports tion 
thereof, the processing, or acquisition by sale to file the return and 
pay fhe assessment. • 

Regardless of which of the three mediums of collection is adopted, 
a force of investigating agents must be organized for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether the designated collection medium has filed correct 
returns and paid the full amount of the fee. The investigating body 
might be compared with the present force of revenue agents employed 
under the supervision of the Internal Revenue Bureau. The impos
sibility of collecting every cent . of the equalization fee is apparent. 
In addition to the fact that the equalization fee is a sum authorized 
by law which must be collected for the rehabilitation of the revolving 
fund, it can be seen that the collecting agency that does not make 
proper report is in effect withholding Government funds. The collec
tion of the equalization fee will be difficult. So much will depend 
upon the honesty and alertness of the collection agency that it can 
be seen that many. units of the proper commodity as it passes through 
commerce will fail to pay the equalization fee provided by law. An 
unscrupulous processor or purchaser or carrier will find that ability 
to evade the return of the equalization fee to the board will result 
in. his profit. It must be realized that the ingenuity of the Govern
ment representatives must be vigorously applied to adequately meet 
in so far as possible the requirements of the proposed legislation. 

It bas been pointed out above that a corps of investigators will of 
necessity be employed to protect the interests of the Government. It 
will only be by the most intensive training, experience, and study on 
the part of these men that this important duty can be efficiently per
formed. They should be specialists in their particular line of endeavor. 

The collection of the equalization fee from any one of the three 
mediums provided has so many disadvantages that it is not possible to 
say which would be the least difficult. Of course, th~ board would 
determine which of the three mediums would be selected at any given 
time or for any given commodity. 

In the case of collection from the carrier there are 1,614 steam and 
electric railways, 2 express companies, and 1, 730 steamship lines doing 

an interstate and intrastate business. It would be difficult to estimate 
or to ascertain the number of motor freight companies or- -freight · 
vehicles making short hauls. The possibility of shipping a commodity 
by unregistered vehicles and the resultant difficulty in collecting a fee 
is apparent. 

The impossibility of definitely ascertaining the various sources of 
acquisition by sale prompts the suggestion that the medium of collec
tion at this source must be dismissed as impracticable unless we are 
to depend entirely upon the honesty and integrity of the aequirer in 
the collection of the fee. 

From the latest figures available it is estimated that there are in the 
United States the following number of processors who operate in the 
basic commodities involved: 

~~~~s~~=~==========================::============== 1, ~gl Millers------------------------------------------------- 3, 829 
There is also to be taken into consideration the number of factories 

throughout the United States engaged in the business of canning corn. 
If collection is to be made by the processor, the above number would 
be involved. As a further evidence of the magnitude of the task, atten
tion is called to the fact that in 1925 the wheat crop of the United 
States was estimated by the Department of Agriculture at 676,429,000 
bushels, the corn. crop at 2,916,961,000 bushels, the rice crop at 33,-
309,000 bushels, the cotton crop at 16,103,679 bales, and it was also
estimated that a total pf 55,568,000 head of swine, weighing 12,391,-
664,000 pounds, was produced in 1925. If all these commodities were 
under operation of the Federal farm board at the same time, collection 
would be required from an aggregate of 16,034,466,679 units. This is
true regardless of which medium of collection is adopted. 

Provision must also be made for the proper and most available place 
where the returns may be filed and where there may be turned over to 
the Government the amount collected. Unless it should be determined 
to fix this place of filing returns and making payment at some collection 
agency of the Government already established, collectors of equaliza
tion fees must be created in each of the 12 Federal land banks during 
the periods of operation, adequate accounting methods must be created 
to provide for crediting the amount paid, and proper me11ns instituted 
to see that the payments made are promptly deposited to the credit 
of the revolving fund. It is reasonable to assume that regardless of the 
desires of the framers of the proposed legislation, it will not be possible 
to return to the revolving fund the entire amount withdrawn there
from for the reason "that experience in collecting taxes has established· 
the fact that taxes are never collected 100 per cent. 

The estimate does not take into consideration the actual filing of the 
returns or the collection of the fees. Nor does this memorandum cover 
those f~atures of the bill covering contracts to be made with processors, 
cooperative associations, or other persons guaranteeing them against 
losses. To carry out these provisions and to protect the integrity of 
the stabilization fund, the board will necessarily have to employ a large 
force of accountants and technical experts. In addition, our experience 
in the collection of internal revenue taxes has indicated that it is 
necessary to maintain a large legal staff to deal with the many com
plicated questions that necessarily arise in the collection of large sums 
of money and in the auditing of vast business enterprises. 

The time available has been too short ·to furnish even an estimate 
as to these administrative costs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [1\lr. 
TINcHER] is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, the other day I suggested 
that there were plenty of men supporting this bill who could 
explain it if they wanted to; that if there was any legitimate 
field· for the b~ some of the talent here would take the floor 
and explain how it would benefit some commodity. 

In answer to that speech the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Ama.Ns] spent his time describing my physical make-up. The 
gentleman from Illinois [1\lr. WILLIAMS], second only to the 
gentleman from illinois [Mr. ADKINS] in his ability to explain 
a bill of this kind, spent his time in explaining the merits of 
Billy Suttle. There has been no effort by anyone to discuss the 
economic soundness of this bill except that by my distinguished 
friend from Mississippi, Mr. PERCY QmN. [Applause.] His is 
the only argument that has been delivered on the economic side 
of this bill. 

I take the :floor now, however, to bid Mary Haugen good-bye 
again, because to-day she dies, and to-morrow we abandon her. 
To-morrow a rule will be brought in, and after all this debate 
that we have had concerning the Haugen bill, which we all 
know can not pass, we have now another monstrosity that will 
result in the bringing in of a new rule and a new debate. And 
I will say in all kindness to dear old Mary Haugen, "You are 
going to die to-day, and there is only one place on earth wheN 
they have produced a worse mixture than you are, and she i~ 
corill.ng in to-morrow for a _ new debate." Of course, the time 
will t:qen be divid~d ·again, and we shall have many more 
economic discussions such as those we have been delivering here 
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concerning this one, and so I think we must Tegret that we shall 
no longer have the pleasure of talking about poor old Mary 
Haugen any more. [Laughter and applause.] 

Just think of it. Twelve hours of general debate, and of all 
the talent here not one proponent of this bill could stand on 
this floor and explain how it is going to help. 

They brought on the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
BURTNEss] again to represent their side on the hard-wheat 
proposition. I ask you to read his statement on hard wheat. 
If it is an economic argument to charge Sidney Anderson with 
being unfriendly to agriculture, then I must quit. 

Let me tell you about the changes, and you will notice how 
they have soft-pedaled that thing. One said, "We will hide 
the proposition of the equalization fee on imports." Ariother 
said, "We had better not go quite that strong; we had better 
not argue that," because some of those fellows will understand 
that if you put an equalization fee on imported wheat you will 
drive the American miller out of the United States to do his 
milling, because you can not put it on flour. 

Of course, it is not worth w·hile for me to go any further. 
She is dead, and to-morrow we will start with another baby. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. l\Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. MAPES, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 15474) to 
establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing 
and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural 
commodities, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

1\lr. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, presented a report 
to accompany a resolution for the consideration of Senate bill 
4808, to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 
agricultural commodities, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered printed. 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. Mr. Speaker, may t:he rule be read for 
information? 

1\lr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it 
be read for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will....read tbe 
resolution for information. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

House Resolution 421 
Resolv ed, That upon the adoption of this resolution the Committee 

on Agriculture be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 4808) to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the contro.l and disposition of the surplus of agri
cultural commodities, and it shall be 1n order to move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee o.f the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of said bill. After general debate, 
which shall be confined to the subject matter of said bill and shall 
continue not to exceed two hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. AsWELL], the bill shall be read for amendment 
under the 1ive-minute rule. At the conclusion of the reading of the 
bill for amendment the committee shall rise and rt>port the bill to the 
IIouse with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the 
PJ:evious question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and amend
ments thereto to final passage. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order 
against the resolution. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, a parlia,mentaiy inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. What will become of the bill now pend

ing in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union? I presume the Committee of the Whole will have to 
make some disposition of the present bill now before it. 

l\Ir. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that is not a parliamenta,ry inquiry, in view of the fact 
that the rule is only read for the information of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would think it was in the dis
cretion of the gentleman obtaining the floor to move to resolve 
into committee to consider either bill. Each bill would still be 
in order. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. But it would be a different Committee of 
the Whole, not the same Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that woulu make 
any difference. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. There might be the same Chairman but 
not the same Committee of the Whole. -

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how that distinction 
would affect the situation. -

MI:·· HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of H. R. 15474, to 
establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketinO' 
and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricui: 
tural commodities. -
. Mr. DOWELL . . Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
1\fr. DOWELL. The gentleman from Kansas reserved a point 

of order. If it is in order to reserve it, I want to insist upon 
the point of order being made. 

The SPEAKER. This is not the proper time to make tile 
point of order, because the rule is simply read for information. 

l\Ir. DOWELL. And it is not the proper time to reserve it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a Member can always 

reserve a point of order. The Chair thinks it could be reserved 
at this time. 

Mr. DOWELL. I do not understand how a point of order 
may be raised when the matter is being read for information 
only and not being considered. 

The SPEAKER. But the report was made, and when a 
privileged report is made to the House, it is always in order to 
reserve a point of order. 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. By way of analogy, when points of 
order are reserved on an appropriation bill the bill is not read, 
yet it is made upon the reporting of the bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Can not this rule be considere<! 

now by unanimous consent? . 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House a resolution 

from the Committee on Rules lies over for a day. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. But it can be done by unanimous 

consent, can it not, and why not go on with the consideration 
of the rule now? 

The SPEAKER. By rule of the House it could be suspended 
by a two-thirds vote, and the Chair thinks it could be done by 
unanimous consent. 

1\Ir. SNELL. It was agreed it should be called up to-morrow, 
so I do not feel like calling it up to-day. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the House can do any
thing, in the way of legislation, by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 
However, the rule is that a report from the Committee on Rules 
lies over for a day unless two-thirds shall vote to the contrary. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Pending my motion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask unanimous consent that the time fo! general debate be 
extended for one hour and a half, to be consumed this after
noon and to be equally divided between the gentleman from 
Louisiana [1\fr. AsWELL] and myself. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, as I understand it, the one hour and a half will be con
sumed this afternoon? 

1\lr. HAUGEN. Yes; and it is my understanding that half 
of the time of the gentleman from Louisiana is going to be 
yielded to the gentleman from New York [1\fr. JACOBSTEIN], and 
the time is to be equally divided. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Does this mean there is to be another one 
hour and a half of discussion on the House bill and then two 
hours on the Senate bill when that bill is reached? 
· Mr. HAUGEN. The resolution of the Committee on Rules 

provides for that. This is exclusive of the two hours granted 
by the Committee on Rules. 

1\lr. BARKLEY. I think we should get to a discussion of 
the bill under the five-minute rule as early as possible. 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 

right to object, and I shall not object, as I understand it, if the 
rule is passed to-morrow, we drop the Haugen bill and discuss 
the Senate bill. The Senate bill has not been reported out of 
the Committee on Agriculture and will not be reported before 
the rule is adopted. We will have before us the Senate bill, 
and there were 23 amendments passed in the Senate. I have 
been trying to find out just where these amendments belong 
in the bill, and it is a matter of considerable difficulty. I am 
wondering if we can not have available for the Members of 
the House to-morrow the Senate bill with the changes in 
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italics so we can readily find out just what changes in the text 
have been made. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman request that it be printed 
in that way? . 

1\fr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that 
that be done,- Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani
mous consent that the bill be printed showing the changes be
tween the Honse bill and the Senate bill. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. With the Senate amendments 
in italics. 

The SPEAKER. And that the Senate amendments as affect-
ing the House bill be noted in italics. • 

Mr. HAUGEN. The Senate bill with the amendments. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes; the Senate bill with the 

amendments placed on it in the Senate in italics. 
Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, that would be entirely out of 

order. The Senate bill comes as a Senate bill. There are no 
amendments to the Senate bill. It comes in toto and is a bill 
in.itself, and under this rule it will be taken up and considered 
by the House as a Senate bill, without any amendment what
ever. If the gentleman desires to go through the RECORD and 
ascertain the words that were in the bill when it was reported 
from the committee and the amendments that were inserted in 
the Senate, of course that is a proper thing for him to do ; 
but it certainly is not a thing that he can call for now, because 
it comes to us as a complete bill from the Senate as passed by 
that body. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent, of 
course. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I take it we want to be in
formed, and in this situation we are not going to have the 
benefit of a report from the Committee on Agriculture. · They 
have reported on the House bill They have not reported on 
the Senate bill. The Senate committee has not reported upon 
the amendments put on in the Senate. I think it would be of 
interest to the House, certainly to most of the Members, to 
know just what the · Senate amendments are, so that we can 
find out exactly how they will a:t;fect the legislation pending 
before us. 

Mr. UPDIKE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. UPDIKE. I would like to know whether the Senate bill 

was the same bill we bad in the House. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I do not know as to that. 
Mr. UPDIKE. I understand it was not the same bill. 
Mr. FORT. Will the genthiman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes; if I have the :floor. 
Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, there were differences in the origi

nal Senate bill from the original House bill. It seems to me 
that what the gentleman from Minnesota [M.r. NEWTON] destres 
is the House bill reprinted with the changes between its form 
and the form in which the bill passed the Senate shown in 
italics. This would then give a guide to Members of the House 
as to the difference between the bill we are now being called on 
to debate and the bill which we have been debating. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. I heartily agree with the gentleman from 

New Jersey that the gentleman's request should be to show in 
italics the amendments put on by the Senate to the original 
Senate bill, and I think that ought to be done for the informa
tion of the House, and I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAUGE...~] will not object to the request. 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. I have been told that the 
Senate bill and the House bill were identical in the first 
instance. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. They were, practically. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. If not, then the suggestion of 

the gentleman from New Jersey and of the gentleman from 
Kentucky should be carried out and the language in italics 
should show the changes from the House bill which we have 
been considering; and I make that unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Reserving the right to object, if the gen
tleman fi·om Minnesota will follow the suggestion of the gentle
man from New Jersey [Mr. FoRT] to take the House bill and 
note the changes or the differences between that bill and the 
Senate bill as it comes over here now, I should not object to 
that being done for the information of the House. 

But if you take the Senate bill 4808, have copies printed with 
amendments, it will lead to confusion, because the Senate bill, 
if the rule is adopted, will be before the Honse and will be 
complete in itself. There will be no amendments on it for 
the House to consider. If the gentleman has the House bill 

printed, noting changes in the Senate bill in italics, that will 
give the House Members all the information they desire and 
probably all they should have. The original request to take 
the Senate bill as ~essaged over and on_ that note the amend
ments would lead to confusion. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I accept the gentleman's modifi
cation. All I wanted was to be informed as to how the 
Senate bill differs from the one we are now considering. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Minnesota to ask unanimous consent to have the House bill 
indicate what changes have been made in the bill as it passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Showing the difference between the 
House bill and the bill as passed by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent that time for general debate be extended for an hour 
and a half, one-half of the time to be controlled by himself and 
one-half by the gentleman from Louisiana. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The motion of :Mr. HAUGEN to go into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union was then agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MAPES in 
the chair. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 22 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. JAOOBSTEIN]. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Chairman and colleagues, after lis
tening for 12 hours to the debate on farm relief legislation, I 
feel it is my duty to say something about the pending bills from 
a purely economic point of view. I am sure you want a discus
sion from that angle, regardless of whether you agree with my 
conclusions or not. 

I am not going to weary you with statistics ·now, although I 
am going to place some figures in the RECORD. In the short 
time at my disposal to-day I can only undertake to present some 
general observations and conclusions, based on these facts and 
figures. 

REVOLUTION IN AGRICULTURE 

I am going to make a startling statement at the outset which 
may shock you, but I believe it is b·ue. I believe that agricul
ture is going through or about to go through the same kind of 
revolution that British agriculture and home industry went 
through just 100 years ago. Agriculture is becoming sub
ordinate to industry in our great national economic life, just 
as it did in England a century ago. Anyone who fails to look 
at agriculture from this broad point of view can not come to a 
sound conclusion as to the remedy for the present and pros
pective ills of American agriculture. As England was trans
formed into a predominantly industrial nation, so the United 
States is fast becoming industrial. · We may retard the move
ment, but we can not permanently prevent it. We may lessen 
some of the hardships resulting from the readjustment, but we 
can not escape the inevitable revolution. 

The full evidence of that persistent transformation I shall 
not attempt to present to you now, but hope to place it in the 
RECORD later. Some commonly recognized facts, however, may 
be briefly sketched here. 

EVIDE:-.CE OF CHANGE 

A hundred years ago 86 per cent of our gainfully employed 
population was agricultural and only 14 per cent industrial 
(nonagricultural). To-day the reverse is true. Seventy-four 
per cent of the population is industrial and only 26 per. cent is 
engaged in agricultural production. This declining position of 
American agriculture has been made evident by each of the 
Federal censuses. This decline is continuing. The drift to the 
city is at the rate of half a million a year in this country. The 
total volume and widespread character of the bank failures in 
agricultural areas is alarming. The increase of farm mortgage 
d~bts has outstripped the increase in land values, and this bur
den has become exceedingly heavy. The large increase iu the 
number of abandoned farms is evident in many sections of 
the country; and, what is more significant, the standard of liv
ing on the farms is not keeping pace with the standard of living 
in the cities. 

These facts are tangible evidence to any open-minded person 
that there i.Sa revolution going on in agriculture in Amer
ica which is making for a steady decline in this basic in
dustry. 

While agriculture will continue to be basic, it will continue to 
lose in relative importance in American economic life. Desiring 
to be a self-contained nation, we will always need agricultu.re 
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to sustain an Increasing industrial population, but more and 
more agricultural activity will occupy a less important place in 
our national life. 

CAUSES FOR DECLIN» 0~ AGRICULTUR. 

If this be true, our remedy must take these changing condi
tions into account. Before discussing the specific remedies be
fore us, particularly the McNary-Haugen bill, I wish to touch 
briefly on the causes of the decline in agriculture and its 
present depressed condition. 

What are the causes for the decline in agriculture? Some 
people think it is due to a surplus. Mr. Chairman, agriculture 
in America was prosperous many years ago when it had a 
national surplus; that is, when we produced more than we 
needed for domestic consumption. If you should look at the 
chart which I have here, you would find that there were periods 
when agriculture enjoyed good prices, even though we had very 
large surpluses for exportation. For example, in 192~25 we 
exported 254,000,000 bushels of wheat at satisfactory prices. 
We must, th.erefore, distinguish between national surpluses and 

world surpluses. We have always exported cotton, we have 
always exported wheat. What, then, is the cause for the· 
present decline of agriculture and in what light must we look 
at this cause with respect to the Haugen bill? 

EXTENSION OF NEW FIELDS 

First, American agriculture is coming more and more into 
competition with new fields outside of America. ·when my 
district in western New York, which was once the bread basket 
of the world, came into competition with the wheat fields of 
our own West, it yielded to the newer and more fertile areas. 
My colleague [Mr. SANDERS] will perhaps recall the time in his 
youth when the flour mills of Rochester were the great mills 
of the country before Minneapolis pushed us off the map; and 
just as the Middle West pushed western New York off the 
wheat area, so Canada, Australia, Argentina, and Russia are 
pressing us as competitors in the agricultural field. Further
more, Europe is returning to its pre-war acreages, and in many 
commodities is already producing more than before the war. 
The following table illustrates the agricultural "comeback." 
of Europe since the war. Notice the inc1·eases since 1922: 

European areas and production for specified crop3: Average, 1909-191:1; annual, 19£!-19U, exclusive o{ R'U88ia 

Year Wheat Rye Barley Oats Corn Potatoes Sugar Tobacco Total beets 
---------

AREA 
MiUion Million M il-lion MiUion Million Million MiUion Million ~Iillion 

acres acres acres acres acres acres acres acres acres 
1909-1913--------------------------------------------------------------------- 70.5 44.8 26.4 48.7 25.2 23.7 3.8 0.4 243.5 
1922_--- ---------------------------------------------------------------------- 62.6 37.5 25.4 44.9 23.4 23.0 3.1 .5 220.4 lll23 ____________ __________ ______________________ _________________ _____________ 

63.4 38.5 26.7 45.5 23.2 23.0 3.5 .6 224.4 
1924_------------------------------------------ -------- --------------- -------- 65.0 37.2 26.9 45.8 24.3 23.3 4 .. 5 .6 227.6 
1925_------------------------------------------------------------------------- 66.8 39.9 26.6 45.4 25.6 23.6 4.0 .6 232.5 

PRODUCTTON Million Million Million MiUion Million .Jfillion .Million Mmton 
bushels bushels bushels bushels bushl'ls bushels short tom pounds 1009-1913 _____________________________________________________________________ 

1,348 975 692 1, 931 581 3,835 45.9 458 
1922_------ ------------------------------------------------------------------- 1,043 712 602 1, 548 426 4,491 35.1 353 
1923 ___ - ---------------------------------------------------------------------- 1, 261 825 668 475 1,824 3, 560 36.5 470 
1924.------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1,058 649 678 1, 639 593 3, 918 48.9 6'Zl 
1 025_ ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1,400 94.1 696 1,808 639 4,376 . 46.8 642 

Any legislation that fails to take account of the facts indi
cated above can not meet the agricultural situation of America. 

LESSENED CONSUMPTION 

Second. There is a declining per capita consumption of cer
tain agricultural products. For instance, we consume less 
wheat by almost 25 per cent per capita as compared with 40 
years ago. 
Per capita production of wheat a11d consumption of wheat (four in the 

United States 

Year 

1889_- -------- - ~ --------------------------------------------
18!?9------- ------------------------------------------- ------
1904_-------------------------------------------------------
19G9-- ---------------------------------------- ----------- ---
1914--------------------------------------------------------
1919.------------------------------------------------------
] 921 __ ---------------------------- --------------------------
1923--------------------------------------------------------
1925-- ------------------------------------------------------

HORSES AND OATS 

Consump
tion of 
wheat 

flour per 
capita, 
bushels 

5.48 
5. 37 
5. 38 
5.04 
5.03 
4. 70 
4.19 
4.20 
4.25 

Produc
tion of 
wheat 

per capita, 
bushels 

7. 58 
8.80 

7.54 

9.00 

Another significant fact is the decline in the number of horses 
in the United States. There are 7,000,000 less horses and colts 
in this country to-day than there were 10 years ago. On Janu
ary 1, 1918, the total number of horses and colts on farms in 
the United States was 22,000,000; on January 1, 1927, there 
were 15,300,000. Do you know what that represents? It repre
sents 400,000,000 bushels of oats, or a decline of 25 per cenl 
in the demand for oats. Do you wonder that feed is not bring
·ing a larger price? This also means a shrinkage of several 
million tons in the demand for hay for these horses. Yet the 
bay crop has actually increased several million tons in the 
past few years. No wonder hay is cheap! The substitution of 
gasoline for horsepower is one of the factors that is making 
for revolution in agriculture. Furthermore, anyone who does 
not take into account this increasing industrialization of the farm 
can not find an adequate solution for this farm problem. 
In North Dakota I witnessed how men were displaced by 
machines, which cut the grain and threshed the wheat almost 
like magic. It is said that 2 men with tractors and a harvester
thresher combine now do the work of 200 men. Similar im-

provements are still going on in the Wheat and Cotton Belts. 
The industrialization of the farm is increasing production per 
acre and per man to a point where we are bound to have 
more production than we need for domestic consumption. Have 
you taken into account what is going on in our life to-day as a 
result of the money we appropriate for the Department of 
Agriculture? Recently I was talking with Mr. H. A. Wallace, 
editor of Wallace's Farmer. He told me they are now de
veloping a new corn seed which is likely to increase the yield 
of corn by 7 bushels per acre, an increase of 20 per cent, through 
proper seed selection. The introduction of scientific methods 
into agricultural production calls for fewer men on the farms 
and fewer farms. It is not surprising, therefore. that with 
fewer farmers we are producing more crops to-day than in 1920. 
Any legislati"\'e remedy must reckon with these fundamental 
factors of our economic life. 

ARBITRARY FACTORS IN INDUSTRY 

Furthermore, as I showed last year, and I think it has been 
uncontroverted, as a country becomes industrialized, agricul
ture is at a tremendous economic disadvantage, because of 
arbitrary and artificial agencies which are set up to the ad
vantage of manufacturing, banking, h·ansportation, and labor. 
I shall not go into this phase of the agricultural problem ; 
but I contend again that these artificial factors tend to aggra
vate the situation by raising prices of the things that farmers 
buy. At the present time the superior advantages enjoyed by 
manufacturing, transportation, labor, and finance are to a 
large extent responsible for the glaring disparity in prices, 
unfavorable to farm products. The price disparity between agri
culture and industry to-day is 20 per cent unfavorable to agri
culture as compared with 13 per cent when we discussed this 
question a year ago. In other words, agriculture is worse off 
to-day than it was a year ago, and there are evidences that 
agriculture may be worse off a year from to-day than it is 
to-day. Because of this price disparity, agriculture has suffered 
a loss of about $15,000,000,000 in the last seven years. The 
farmers would have had that much more to spend if prices 
had been normal. 

I am not alone in my diagnosis of this situation. Other 
economists in this country who have studied this from a broad 
viewpoint have come to the same conclusion. I refer you to a 
paper read at the meeting of the American Economic Association 
at St. Louis in 1926 by Dr. E. G. Nourse, of the Institute of 
Economics. Others, however, say this overproduction is only 
temporary, and I may say that the philosophy out of which the 
Haugen-McNary bill was born is found in the belief that this 
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overproduction is temporal~ and that we will soon pass out 
from under the cloud. I do not think so. I think that unless we 
apply. drastic, fundamental and basic remedies, we are going to 
l1ave this agricultural problem for a whole generation. 

FARMER'S INCOMlll VERSUS WAGE EARNER'S INCOMJ: 

As recently pointed out in a publication of the United States 
Department of .Agriculture, the average factory wage earner in 
1925--26 was able to buy 16 per cent more goods with his cmrent 
wages than in 1919-20, while the average farmer in the same 
year was able to buy 20 per cent less than in 1919.-20. The 
essence of this statistical study is found in the following extract 
from this carefully prepared report: 
Indewes of net inoome pC1' farm family, fann and factory 1cage eat·ning8, 

and of their relative puroha.sin-!1 potcer 
[1919-20= 100) 

Relative purchasing power a 

Factory of-

Net Farm wage 

Year income wages earnings Factory 
per farm without per per- Net 
family 1 board 2 son em- income Farm wage 

ployed per farm wages earnings 
family per em-

ployee 

191~20 ___ ------------ 100 100 100 100 100 100 
192(}-.21_ _________ 47 115 104 ~7 11~ 103 
11121-22------------- 34 77 88 39 89 101 
1922-23 ____________ 51 74 95 60 frl 112 
1923-24 ____________ 61 82 100 70 94 115 

1924-25· __ - --------~--- 70 83 100 81 rYl 116 
1925-26.-------------- 72 84 103 81 94 116 

t Net income for labor and management plus an allowance ($60) for residential 
value of farm dwellings. 

2 Calendar year averagE:'s, 1919=100. 
' The first three columns of this table, a{jjusted for the followin.g changes in the 

cost of living in the United States for December of each year, show: 1919, 100; 1920, 
101; 1921, 87; 1922, 85; 1923, 87; 1924, S6; 1925, 89. 

Earnings adjusted for the changes in cost of living in the 
United States since 19191 that the purchasing power of the 
averag~ fSFmer's income dm·ing 1920 and 1921 dropped to less 
than half of what it was in 1919-20, and dming the recent 
recovery, gradually reached 81 per cent of the predepression 
purchasing power. The purchasing power of employed factory 
workers. on the other hand, has throughout the past six years 
remained greater than in 1919-20, and during the past three 
years has averaged 16 per cent above. In other words, the 
farmer with his net income during the past two years could buy 
81 per cent of the things he was able to buy before the depres
sion, while employed factory workers could buy 116 per cent of 
a comparable amount, a difference of over 30 per cent. 

If what I have said is true, that there is a 20 per cent dis
parity and that this disparity is likely to continue, there is only 
one of two things to do. You must either seek through legisla
tion to pull down the structure of our industrial life, to pull 
down the price level, so that manufactiD'ed articles will cost 
less, so that om transportation-rate structure will come down 
and take less out of the farmer, so that our interest rates and 
labor costs will be less, or you must go to the other type of 
remedy, which seeks to lift the whole agricultural price level 
upward. Farm relief of the fu•st type has been proposed in the 
resolution introduced by my distinguiBhed colleague from Ten
nessee [Mr. C. HULL], H. R. 375. 

Now, the Haugen bill, through control of the sm-plus and 
orderly marketing of a seasonal Slll'plus, seeks to elevate the 
price levels of farm products. My own notion is that it will 
fail to lift the whole price bottom of agriculture up to where it 
really belongs. I do think it will offer relief for low prices 
which come from seasonal surpluses. The control and regulated 
distribution of a seasonal surplus will be of benefit to the 

· farmer. I think the Aswell bill, as well as the Crisp bill, would 
do the same thing. I think the Haugen bill will offer a remedy 
for agriculture so far as its depression rests upon a temporary 
surplus which will pass away the next year or the year follow
ing. But if my analysis is correct, that we are in for inore or 
less permanent surpluses, then I say the Haugen bill will not 
meet this situation. 

Yr. LARSEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. J.A.COBSTEIN. I will. 
Mr. LARSEN. I notice in taking into consideration the re

duction in farm animals and the increase to the population 
of the city, the gentleman simply mentions farm animals
horses, for instance-and did not state whether or not he took 
into account other animals on the farm, such as cows and hogs 
and wb.P.ther they had increased, or whether he had talten int~ 
consideration what the · increase in populatia in cities would 
amount to by way of animal consumers. 

Mr. J.A.COBSTEIN. In the brief time I have I must assume 
that the statistics which I shall place in the RECORD will prove 
the point, that the1·e is an overproduction of these various 
arti~les; that our annual corn production of 3,000,000,000 bush
els IB 10 per cent large1· than it used to be; that our wheat has 
incre~ed by 15 pe~ cent. I remember that 20 years ago a very 
promment econoiilll:lt p1·edicted that in 20 years America would 
be importing wheat. To-day we are exporting an averaae of 
175,000,000 bushels as against 60,000,000 bushels when:, this 
famous economist made his prediction. We have increased our 
exports notwithstanding the extension of agriculture in various 
parts of the world, India, China, the .Argentine .Australia New 
zealand, Russia, and Canada. So we are still producing to-day 
more wheat and more corn, in spite of increased foreign pro· 
duction. ~ 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. J.A.COBSTEIN. I will. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman spoke about the reduction 

in the number of horses and the effect upon the consumption 
of oats. 

1\Ir. J ACOBSTEIN. That is right. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. How about corn? Does it affect corn? 
Mr. J.A.COBSTEIN. I stated the re ults in terms of oats 

but these include corn. The demand for oats is 25 per cent 
less to-day by virtue of the elimination of 7,000,000 horses 
from our farms and cities. 

Mr. LARSEN. If the gentleman will permit, on the basis 
of which the gentleman is speaking, he is assuming that the 
present immigration laws will remain as they are. If we relax 
our laws and permit immigrants to come in, that would have 
to be taken into consideration. 

1\.Ir. J.A.COBSTEIN. I think everybody will admit that for 
another decade our restrictive immigration laws will remain 
in force and effect. 

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield . 
there? 

1\Ir. J.A.COBSTEIN. Yes. 
Mr. LOZIER. Is it not a fact that the per capita produc~ 

tion of wheat in the United States and in the world is less 
now than it has been at any time in the last quarter of a cen· 
tury, as well as the per capita of consumption? · 

~lr. J.A.COBSTEIN. No; I do not think so. Certainly, in 
the United States wheat production per capita has increased, 
but at the same time consumption per capita has decreased. I 
will place in the RECORD figures as to the world production of 
wheat and especially in those countries with which we have 

· to compete. Canada has increased her acreage and her yi~ld 
more than 100 per cent. This is largely due to tlie develop
ment of a new wheat variety, which gives higbe1· yields and 
has a shorter growing season, enabling the area to be greatly 
e.xpanded northward; Russia is coming back into the market. 
Last year she came back by 25,000,000 bushels. This year she 
has come back 25,000,000, and I suppose next year she will 
probably be back by 100,000,000 bushels. I think .America is in 
strict competition with land worth about $10 an acre as 
compared with lands in Kansas selling for $80 to $100 and 
(corn) lands in Iowa selling for $150. We have land selling 
for from $100 to $150 competing with virgin soil selling at 
from $15 to $20 an acre. The expansion of wheat areas is 
shown in the following table (prepared by the Statistical and 
Historical Research Bureau of .A.gricultm·al Economics of the 
United States Department of Agriculture). 

EXPANSION OF WHEAT AREAS 

Below is a table showing the average of wheat acreages for 
the period 1909-1913 and acreage for individual years 1921-1926, 
giving an estimated world total, excluding Russia and China, 
estimated Em·opean total, excluding Russia, and estimates for 
the principal producing countries. 

Wheat: Acreage, aoerage 1909-191~, indioidualuearg.J!Jtt-:J.!J£6 

Esti- Esti
mated mated 
world total 

Year total Europe Russia ~g!~ Oanada A.[/1~- A.~~ra- India 
ex.clud- exclud- • 

ing ing 
Russia Russia 

------1------1----1-----11---1---------

Million Million MiUWn Million Million Million Million Million-
acres acru acres acru acres acres acres UCTt'.S 

1909-1913 ______ 204.2 72.9 74.2 4o7.1 9. 9 16.1 7. 6 29.2 
1921 ____________ 223.4 63.8 38.3 63,7 23.3 14.2 9. 7 25.8 
1922 _____________ 226.8 64.7 24,4 62.3 22.-t 16.3 9. 8 28.2 1923 _____________ 

229.6 65.6 32.7 59.7 22.9 17.2 9. 5 30.9 
1924 __________ 222.6 66.7 4.6.1 62.4 22.1 17.8 10.8 31.2 1925 ____________ 227.3 68.8 54.3 01.8 22.0 19.2 10.2 31.8 
1926, preliminaey 232.0 69.3 ------.. - 57.6 22.8 19.3 11.0 30.6 

. 
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n:cnsrcAL IMPROVEMENTs IN AGRICULTuum l Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That has nothing to do with the 

The unfortunate thing about Ule above-mentioned improve- point I make. 
ments in agriculture is thnt the farmers can not retain the bene- Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I think it is a very vital point. Unfor
fits accruing from changes leading to increased production at tunately, the Haugen bill does not define a "surplus." When 
lower unit costs. Unorganized agriculture is forced to pass on the United States produces such a volume of a commodity 
the economies to the consumer almost immediately. Industry, that it compels the producer to accept a price which is an 
on the other hand, well organi7..ed and operating behind a tariff unprofitable price on the crop in its entirety, then it is an 
and other artificial devices, manages to retain for itself over a unprofitable surplus. That is the kind of surplus we are all 
I'elatively longer period of time the benefits that come from interested in controlling by this legislation. 
improvements. Through organization and concerted action Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. It has always been contended 
labor has been al>le to secure some of the benefits of technical through the Department of Agriculture that there is never a 
improvements in industry in the form of higher wages and surplus in the five-year period of any grain. 
shorter working hours and more sanitary and safe working Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I think there is a surplus in the sense 
conditions, as well as relative security of employment. in which these relief bills seck to solve the problem of agri

culture. THE TAltiFF A~D THE HAUGEN BILL 

The Haugen bill this year definitely seeks to get away from 
the tarHf yardstick in previous bills. Neverthele s, the pro
ponents of the Haugen bill assume or seek to imply that by 
this legislation we can make the tariff fully effective for agri
culture. By indirection the authors and proponents of this 
bill aim to give to agriculture that kind of protection which we 
have given to industry tllrough the tariff. I deny that that 
can be done. Even the proponents of the bill will admit that 
you can not do it for cotton. 

Those of us who vote for the Haugen bill will make a mis
take if we tell our constituents that by means of this legisla
tion we will do for agriculture what we have done for industry 
through the tariff. 

It is not unlikely that even if the Haugen bill becomes a law 
the farmers will C{)me to Congress at some future date asking 
for relief through a reduction of the tariff, a reduction of 
freight rates, and so forth, as a means of wiping out the price 
disparity between agricultural and nonagricultural products. 

If I vote for the Haugen bill, as I may, I am not going to 
deceive myself, and surely mislead others, into thinking that 
we can make the tariff operative for agriculture as we have 
for industry. 

1\Ir. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 
1\Ir. WEF ALD. Then would not the passage of the Haugen 

bill as an experiment be worth all it costs? 
Mr. J ACOBSTEIN. The best argument I can find for voting 

for the Haugen bill is that it is purely an experiment in what I 
call economic homeopathy. We have injected into our social 
and economic system toxic doctrines which do not work equi
tably for all classes, and so to cure that situation in the system 
we have to pour more of the same kind of toxic substance into 
the system. 

Mr. WEF'ALD. This is homeopathy? 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield there? 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 

WHAT IS MEA::ST BY A SURPLUS? 

1\lr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I would like to know whether or 
not you have studied the facts tending to show that there is a 
surplus of grain in this country for a period of five years. Take 
any commodity-wheat, corn, or oats. In any five-year period 
has there been any surplus? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. ~at do you mean by "surplus"? 
1\Ir. WILLIAM E. HULL. More than we can use. 
1\Ir. JACOBSTEIN. Do you mean to ask if we have more 

wheat in this country than we can use? 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 

York has expired. Does the gentleman from Kansas or the 
gentleman from Louisiana yield to the gentleman more time? 

Mr. TINCHER. I understand 20 minutes was yielded to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. AswELL], who was called out of the Chamber, asked me 
to say that he had no further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can anyone yield more time to the gentle
man from New York? The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New York for five additional minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. What I want to ask is this: Is it 
a fact or not a fact that there is an accumulated surplus in this 
country in any five years of any commodity, after all exporta-
tion? · 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. No. But that is not what we mean by 
"surplus." It all comes back to a definition. I can not take 
you to a warehou. ·e and say, "Look at all the wheat that is 
not used." We sell what we produce. but we have to sell it 
at an unfavorable price at times. 

Mr. MURPHY. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
right at that point? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I am sorry I can not yield. If I had 
the time, I would be glad to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
AMERICAN INSTITUTE 01~ AGRICULTURE 

1\fr. JACOBSTEIN. If you agree with me that there is a 
recurring surplus and apt to be a permanent surplus, then we 
should apply a remedy that \lould keep down that surplus. 
If it is only a seasonal surplus, then I think the Aswell bill, 
the Crisp bill, and the Haugen bill will do the job. But be
cause I think it will be a recurring surplus for the next 
generation I proposed to the Committee on Agriculture and 
to you and to the Congress that we amend this bill so as to 
set up an agency which I call an American Institute of Agri
culture, coordinating agricultural activities and seeking to 
curtail production in such a way as to eliminate this surplus 
in agriculture. 

I refer you to the published hearings before the Committee on 
Agriculture on H. R. 15963-JanWl.ry 6 and 8, 1927-part 3, in 
which I elaborated in great detail this American Institute· of 
Agriculture. My ideas are embodied in my bill-H. R. 16123-
and were set forth in an address in the House of Representa
tives on January 31, 1927. I shall here reproduce part of this 
speech: 

Mr. JACOBS'l'EIN. My plan contemplates creating what I call an Amer
ican Institute of Agt·iculture. I am interested in permanent betterment 
for agriculture rather than in t emporary relief. Therefore in the vet·y 
preamble of my bill I say : 

"A bill to create an American Institute of Agriculture and to provide 
for a permanent national policy for the well-balanced development of 
American agriculture, including production, marketing, and the limit ing 
of losses from surplus production." You will observe at the outset that 
the purpose of my bill is . broader than that of the Haugen bill or the 
Aswell bill or the Crisp bill. My plan seeks to provide for a pet·manent 
agricultural policy and not merely for t emporary annual relief. My 
plan seeks to view agriculture as a whole, coordinating nll farm activi
ties and not merely affording relief to a specific crop. My plan, how
ever, does embody machinery for helping the fa rmer when a surplus 
occurs. Frankly, I may say that personally I am primarily concerned 
with the prevention of a surplus, thereby atl'ording permanent relief to 
agriculture. 

My plan sets up an d.merican in stitute of agriculture, which embraces, 
first, n farm congress, and, second, an executive committee. The farm 
congress itself is composed of 150 representatives of agriculture and, 
in addition, the 15 members of the exe-:!utive committee. The 150 rep
resentatives come from the experimental stations, the agricultural col
leges, the United States Department of Agriculture, and the farmers' 
organizations. The executive committee, which really shapes the poli
cies of the congress, subject t o the approval of the congress, like the 
congress itself, represent all of t he-interests affected by the betterment 
of agricuiture and able to help put agriculture on a sound basis. Of 
the 15 members of the executh-e committee, 1 represents the United 
States Department of Agriculture, 1 the Federal Reserve Board, 1 the 
Federal Farm Loan Board, 1 the United States Department of Com
merce, 1 the United States Department of the Interior, 1 the Inter
state Commerce Commission, 2 agt·icultural economists, and 7 persons 
of practical experience in production, r epresenting, respectively, cotton, 
wheat, corn, dairying, poultry, livestock, and forestry. The 150 mem
bers of the farm congress itself shall be the following: Directors of 
State agricultural experiment stations (or designated by them), 48; 
from the State agricultural colleges (preferably an economist rather 
than a production specialist ) , 48; r epl'esen ting farmers' organizations, 
48; from the United States Department of Agriculture, 6. 

:r would have the congre s meet at some central point, like Kansas 
City, 1\fo., for two weeks each ;rear, to discuss and take action on 
t·ecommendations made by the executive committee. The executive 
committee would be in session, however, all the year round, making 
its investigations, studies, and surveys in preparation for the farm 
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congress. The congress would approve or reject or modify, and· with 
that sanction the executive committee would go forward day by day, 
doing those things which would help develop and build up a sound 
agricultural policy in the United States and for t he betterment of 
the rnral life of the United States. 

I think that if this American institute of agriculture had been in 
effect 5 or 10 years ago we would not to-day be baffied by the surplus 
problem which confronts us. At least we would be dealing with it more 
intelligently, i! we were dealing with it at all. 

This organization which I set up would also have charge of the 
temporary problems which are dealt with in the Aswell bill. the Haugen 
bill, and the Crisp bill, and would meet these temporary surpluses as 
they arise. In order not to create any new machinery, I would have the 
same organization responsible for handling these annual surpluses when 
they occur. 

The r epresentatives in my proposed farm congress would come from 
every State in the Union and would represent every related interest 
seeking to develop and improve agriculture. This farm congress would 
make recommendations to the United States Congress concerning those 
things which it feels are wise and necessary for the betterment of 
American agriculture. In the administration of the plan, however, the 
farm congress would utilize every agricultural agency, including the 
2,500 county agents in this country. 

I would have this farm congress and this executive board always on 
the job, operating through these 2,500 county agents. From them in
formation ought to go back and tell the farmer what to produce. We 
have 48 experiment stations which we are not now using effectively 
enough. Through this American Institute of Agriculture I would carry 
back to the farmer by means of legislation which they would enact for 
themselves policies which, if carried ou , would direct into proper and 
profitable energies the agricultural activities of the United States. 

I would not wait until Congress should pass remedial legislation. 
I would have the farmers do it for themselves through this farm 
congre~;~s. I would have this executive committee composed, as I said 
before, of those elements of the community that know banking, trans
portation, the technical production of agriculture, and the marketing 
of crops. When a surplus arose, they would take up the surplus and 
handle it most expeditiously, as provided in the Haugen bill and in 
the Crisp-Curtis bill and in the Aswell bill. But this emergency conti·ol 
of the surplus is only incidental to the machinery that I wonld set up. 

Mr. OLIVl!lR of .Alabama. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
again? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Is it thought by the gentleman that the 

educational program he bas outlined would 1n itself be an elfectual 
remedy? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I think the type and scope of the educational ma
chinery I have in mind would have its ramifications all over the United 
States. In it the Government of the United States would be rep
resented through its agents appointed from the Department of Agri
culture; and its educational program would go back to the farmer 
through his bank and through the experiment stations and through every 
known agency, including the newspapers, telling the farmer what he 
must do. The use of financial credit and the use of the equalization 
fee would supplement the educational program. 

Mr. 0LIV1ilR of Alabama. Is there anything in those bills which would 
indicate that that policy is in the minds of those who bring in these 
bills? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. In answer to your question, I will say that it is my 
impression that the authors of the Haugen, the Crisp, and the Aswell 
bills have in mind principally giving relief to agriculture in any crop 
in any year in which a surplus happens to occur to depress prices. 
Their bills are therefot·e, properly speaking, emergency relief measures. 
On the other hand, I will say for the Committee on Agriculture that 
many of its membership realize the importance and the necessity !or 
the more permanent constructive program which I outlined to the com
mittee and which I finally embodied in my bill H. R. 16123. I realized 
at the time, and realize now, that the Committee on Agriculture, as well 
as the House itself, would desire more time than it has at its disposal 
1n this short session for passing judgment on so far-reaching an agri
cultural policy as is implied in the establishment of the American in
stitute of agriculture which I have recommended. 

In view of this, I recommended to the committee that the bill which 
1t decides to report out should contain at least a paragraph calling for 
the appointment of a congressional commission with authority to report 
back to the House a plan along the lines which I have outlined. Those 
sponsoring the Haugen bill, however, refused to have that document 
touched or amended in any way. 

No pride of authorship will influence my judgment in my vote on any 
of these temporary relief measures. The plight of agriculture is so 
serious that I am willing to experiment with the best type of emergency 
relief bill that we can get through this Congress. But I am thoroughly 
convinced in my own mind that we will sooner or later have to come 
to the formulation and administration of a na.tional agricultural policy, 

if we desire the farmers of America to compete on equal terms with 
organized industry. Until this is done agriculture will not get its just 
share of the wealth it produces. [.Applause.) 

One of the best informed and soundest thinking agricultural 
economi:3ts in this country, Prof. James E. Boyle, of Cornell 
University, was the first man, so far as I know, to project this 
idea of an American institute of agriculture. 

I diu not press my bill because I realized that the folks who 
were behind the Haugen bill did not want anything else to con
sider at this time. 

I say, however, that Congress will be forced, sooner or later, 
to adopt a national policy for agriculture which will eliminate 
overproduction and eliminate that surplus which is making for 
trouble, not here alone, but all over the world. Agriculture 
across the water is suffering as it is suffering here. We need 
a coordination of and an intelligent planning for the future. 

That there is need for this intelligent planning is recognized 
by those farm leaders who have organized the American Insti
tute of Cooperation, the third annual meeting of which will be...
held this summer at Northwestern University. The purposes 
and program of this institute are definitely educational. 

Significant, also, of the need for such a policy-making body is 
the series of economic conferences now being held .at -the Mis
souri College of Agriculture. There conferences will last for five 
weeks, beginning February 14, and the chief topic for discus
sion will be, "What to produce in 1927." Here you have the 
ball rolling, but only on a state-wide -or sectional basis. It 
should be national in its scope and effect, as prowded for in my 
project, set forth in my bill (H. R. 16123) creating an "Ameri
can Institute of Agriculture," for the intelligent gtiidance and 
control of production. 

The question is : What is going to be the economic effect of 
this McNary-Haugen bill? Some people say it ·win not ·raise 
prices in the city. That is nonsense. How are you going to give 
the farmers $2,000,000,000 more income annually without taking 
some of it, at least, from the pockets of the city folk? If you 
are going to give the farmer $2,000,000,000, where is it coming 
from? Do you think for a minute that the middlemen - are 
going to stand it all? That is unbelievable. It is coming in 
large measure out of the consumer. 

I am one of those who believe the consumer should pay it if 
that is just. I am one of those- who believe that readjustment 
of our price levels is justified, provided the reinedy is effective, 
and provided the farmer continues to get the increased income 
he is entitled to receive. Plices will not only be stabilized but 
raised to a higher level ; ·otherwise the purpose of the bill will 
not be fulfilled. I say this bill will increase the cost of living; 
I say it will increase the price of food in the cities ; but that is 
no reason for voting against the bill, any more than the farmers 
ought to be against increased freight rates, increased interest 
rates, or increased wages to labor and increased prices on 
manufactured goods, when such increases are warranted or 
necessary. The city folks prosper when the farmer bas ample 
purchasing . power. Oity factories are kept busy supplying 
manufactured goods to the fa~ers when the _ latter are 
prosperous. 

They say this is class legislation. Most of our important 
legislation in the last 30 years has been class legislation. Let 
us face the facts. Our economic life to-day is founded on that 
basis. Banking was class legislation; transportation was class 
legislation ; labor, in the railway labor act, was class legisla
tion ; this farm relief bill is class legislation. The purpose of 
this class legislation is to restore, if possible, the balance in 
favor of agricultn1·e. 

Now, what is going to be the full effect of the equalization fee 
if it is sustained by the courts? _ 

In the first instance, the fee will be deducted from the 
farmer's price. But in turn the price to the consumer must be 
increased to yield back to the farmer a net price profitable to 
continue production. In proportion as this bill inc-reases the 
price of commodities to the city you curtail the demand for 
fOur commodity or substitute other and cheaper commodities. 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Y~ 
Mr. FORT. _ A moment ago the _ gentleman said the farmer 

was getting at the pres·ent time $2,000,000,000 less than he 
should be getting, which the consumer will pay. That $2,000,-
000,000 is based upon raising the price levels to the level for 
crops which the gentleman thinks the farmer should have and 
applying that increase over the entire present production, which 
the gentleman says is an overproduction ; is not that so? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. That is right. 
Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield1 
Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 
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Mr. LUCE. Does the gentleman attach any weight, or where 

does he give weight, to the fact that the farm population of 
the country is now decreasing at the rate of 500,000 a year, and 
the industrial population correspondingly increasing? Does he 
or does he not think that this will speedily readjust the balance? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I think that is only a part of the solu
tion. While 500,000 may be leaving the farms, we are applying 
machinery to the farms, fertilizers, seed selection, and better 
scientific methods of breeding to take the place of the 500,000 
that are leaving the farms. If I may say so, I think if we had 
a steadier and heavier drift to the city, and if we could have an 
8-hOUI' day ·for the farmer and a 5-day week for the farmer, the 
farm problem would be partially solved. [Applause.] 

1\lr. MURPHY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. 
1\fr. MURPHY. I tried to interrupt the gentleman when he 

made the statement that the tariff would not work for the 
farmer. I do not want the gentleman to pass that off with a 
wave of the hand, but I would like to have him explain why 
the tariff will not work for the farmer. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Let me state some of the 1·easoning 
upon which I base that conclusion. Of course, it would take 
a long time to go into a tariff argument, but I say this--

Mr. MURPHY. Just as plain a statement as the gentleman 
can make. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. All right. In the case of any commodity 
that we produce, where we export 25 per cent of our production, 
like wheat, and it is sold in the world market, we have to take 
the price of the world market, and on that kind of a commodity 
I say the tariff can not possibly be fully effective. [Applause.] 
Now, to show you how it works : On hard wheat, with a limited 
supply in this country for milling purposes, in competition with 
Canada, hard wheat of the same grade, the tariff is effective, 
but not fully effective even there, and I think neady all the 
economists of the country would agree that on those commodi
ties of which we export a large quantity, like cotton, we can 
not give the full effect of the tariff to the producers of those 
products. This is plain A, B, C economics. Of course, if we 
withhold part of the cotton crop from the market the domestic 
price would 1·ise, but dumping the surplus onto the foreign 
market would depress the world price. And since our exports 
of cotton are such a large part of our total crop, what we gain 
in one direction we may lose in another. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield for a question 
right on that p(}int? 

1\Ir. JACOBSTEIN. Just a question. 
Mr. KETCHAM. If our production of wheat in America was 

suited to our normal needs, does the gentleman believe the tariff 
then would be effective to its full extent? 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Of course. Suppose we produced only 
500,000,000 bushels of wheat, but we consumed 600,000,000 
bushels of wheat-where are you going to get it? You would 
have to import it. There would be a shortage; and in order 
to get it you would have to import Canadian wheat, say, 

·from Winnepeg, which we will say is selling for from 15 cents 
to 20 cents less than ours. You would have to pay a tariff on 
it, plus transpo1·tation, and the price would go up. If that is 
true, the inverse is also true; where you export a sufficiently 
large quantity, you can not give the benefit of the tariff to 
the producer. Therefore, in telling the cotton farmer or the 
wheat farmer that your bill is going to give him the full effect 
of the tariff, you are selling the farmer a gold brick. 
[Applause.] 

This is not a political argument, gentlemen, because I believe 
in protection. I was a gold Democrat and I am a protection 
Democrat. [Applause.] But I say to you that every man 
who voted for the emergency tariff act of 1921, when agriculture 
was depressed, and promised the farmer he would be lifted 
out of his depression, sold the farmer a gold brick, and you 
are now trying to get out from under and you can not do it. 
[Applause.] Please do not think this is a political argument. 
The tariff may have benefited the manufacturer, but it did 
not give the desired and necessary relief to agriculture. The 
tariff does work on wool, onions, and lemons, because we de
pend on importations to meet domestic requirements, and in 
lesser degree the tariff operates on butter and potatoes, depend
ing on market conditions. 

I question whether the equalization fee will work as easily 
as its proponents think it will. But I will say this: If I were 
a Haugenite, and if the equalization fee is thrown out by the 
court, as it might be, or thrown out because it is impractical, 
I would consider that we then had the Haugen bill in the same 
position that the Crisp-Curtis (administration) bill is in, be
cause really the main ~ifference betwe~n the two is that the 

Haugen bill depends on the application of the equalization fee 
and the Crisp bill on a Government sub~idy and loans to agri
cultural corporations. 

So, gentlemen, if you are going to vote for the Haugen bill, 
and have any fear in your heart that the equalization fee may 
not work, my answer to you is, do not be faint-hearted about 
it. I do not expect it will work, but that is not the thing that 
militates against the Haugen bill. The equalization fee will 
enter into the cost of production and into the price, just like 
insurance, taxation, freight rates, interest rates, and labor 
costs, and you can not get away from it. It is a basic, economic 
fact. 

!'OREIG!'{ COMPLICATIOXS 

I am not unmindful of the fact that the successful operation 
of the control of the surplus under the Haugen bill has inter
national implications. We might be accused of dumping abroad, 
and thereby doing the very thing we seek to prevent other 
nations from doing under the provisions of our own tariff laws. 
Great Britain is especially solicitous of protecting her colonies 
against the effects of dumping. 

Furthermore, our own Government has protested on several 
occasions against the Goyernment control of the pro(]uction and 
sale of products shipped into our country. Only recently Mr. 
Hoover protested the British control of the rubber supply. We 
have expressed similar dissatisfaction over the control of coffee 
by Brazil, potash by Germany, nitrates by Chile, sugar by 
Cuba, iodine by Chile, raw silk by Japan, camphor by Japan 
and China. 

I say, therefore, that I anynot unmindful of the fact that we 
have this international trade relation question to think of in 
connection with the operation of some of the provisions of the 
Haugen bill. Of course, it is true that under this bill the 
foreign consumers are likely to secure our products at a lower 
price than the American price. 

SUGGESTED AME~DME~TS 

The Haugen bill ought to be amended in several respects. 
The Haugen bill is better this year than last year, and better 
than it was two years ago, but there are still some changes 
that ought to be made. 

I would say that first of all it ought to include this provision 
creatilig an agency that will formulate and administer a perma
nent production and development policy, which will in the long 
run take care of a permanently recurring surplus. The Haugen 
bill is a surplus-control bill, but it does not define surplus. It 
should be amended to include a definition of surplus. 

The Haugen bill imposes no limits on price elevation. The 
sky is the linlit. The Crisp bill contains a provision which will 
tend to protect the consuming public against possible extortion. 
The Haugen bill will not suffer if amended in this regard. 
There should be a limit to the price elevation, not only to pro
tect the consumer, but to act as a check on further overexpan
sion and overproduction. 

I think it is foolish for the Haugenites to assume you are 
going to have an operating period whenever you have a sur
plus; that is, whenever you have more than you need at home, 
because you always have that. The operating period would 
apply all the time ~ cotton. It would apply nearly all the 
time on wheat and several other of our agricultural commodi
ties. Therefore the test of the operating period ought not to be 
whether there is or is not a surplus, but whether there is a 
surplus at a price that is unprofitable to agriclilture, and the 
bill should be amended and can be improved in this respect. 

I am inclined to think the bill ought to apply to all commodi
ties, at the will of the board, provided the prooucers of the 
various commodities give their consent. [Applause.] This 
would make it less sectional and more American. This would 
be playing fair with all farmers, showing partiality to no 
groups. If you do not do that, and if the Haugen bill works, 
you will have producers of other commodities rushing in here 
to Congress, knocking at the doors, and saying, "'Vhen do I 
get my relief? " 

If the bill works, it ought to work for everybody. If it does 
not, then everybody ought to know it at the same time and 
everybody ought to feel that it does not work, and for this 
reason I would include them all, as in the Crisp bill. 

IMPORTANCE OF LEADER~ 

I think you also forget that if the Haugen bill works, it will 
work only because you have a personnel that understands the 
practical workings of the marketing of produce. It is quite 
likely that the nominating committee will present to the Presi
dent of the United States a list of men who do not know tbe 
practical end of marketing and financing and transportation. 
Therefore. I would give the President of the United States 
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some leeway in putting upon this board a few men who have 
spent their lives in this business. They would not have co-n
trol of the board, however. I would have added to the 12 
members of the board selected by the farmers, three members 
selected by the President of the United States not nominated 
by farm organizations but representing all the people in the 
United States to help make the bill more practical in its applica
tion. The more I see of government, the more convinced I am 
that the practical application of a law depends for its success 
upon the right kind of men in these bureaus and in these de
partments; and while I think agriculture has a right to govern 
itself, as provided in this bill, I think the application of the 
law would be improved if we put some responsibility upon the 
President for adding to the board a few men who are practical 
men in fields outside of those represented by the farmers or 
the farm organizations. Furthermore, it should be made illegal, 
with a stiff penalty, for any member of the board to deal in, buy, 
or sell, or speculate in any of the commodities covered by the 
bill and handled by the board. 

Now, what is my conclusion? Gentlemen, as an economist I 
regard the bill as far from perfect. It is a mixture of good and 
bad, like most of our experimental legislation. ~ you put into 
the bill a short new paragraph, calling for an agency which will 
study and give to the country this permanent national agricul
tural policy, I could swallow the Haugen bill with less discom
fort. [Applause.] If you must vote for a farm relief bill, my 
advice to you is to vote for the Haugen bill. [Applause.] 

I will tell you why. If we are going to experiment, let us 
try that bill which the .farmers think will work. [Applause.] 
I have my grave doubts whether it will work in the way in 
which its proponents think it will, but I want the experiment 
tried in such a way that they can not come back here next 
year or in two years and say, "You gave us a farm relief bill 
but you did not give us the kind we wanted." 

If the bill becomes a law, I sincerely hope it will comer 
real benefits upon agriculture. I hope those responsible for 
administering the law will ignore the weak spots and pit
falls hidden in the bill, and utilize only the good and sound 
features in it. In the last analysis, of course, its successful 
operation will depend on the common sense, good judgment, 
~d acumen of those in charge of the machinery. On that 
basis we would go on experimenting for another 20 years. 

So, fully conscious of its faults and limitations, preferring 
it to either the Aswell or the Crisp bill, I shall vote for the 
Haugen bill Of course, I believe my own bill combines the 
good points of these three bills, and in addition has one feature 
not in any of them, namely, the creation of an American 
institute of agriculture for the permanent betterment of 
agriculture. If I am forced finally to vote for the Haugen 
bill, I shall do so reluctantly, skeptically, and experimentally. 
Out of it all may come some machinery and some force which 
will teach the farmer bow to organize and operate collectively, 
as city folks have learned to do. The 6,000,000 farmers must 
learn to socialize more and individualize less. 

But obviously it is the Haugen bill or no bill. I would 
like to see it amended in the way I propose, and with those 
amendments I would like to see the experiment tried to lift 
agriculture to the plane where it belongs. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELOE]. 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes tO' th~ 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DAVEY]. 

Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
twice I have voted against the McNary-Haugen farm relief bill, 
and now I propose to vote for it. [Applause.] It is the pur
pose of these remarks to state the reasoning that has led me to 
this conclusion. 

In the previous sessions it was my thought, and at least my 
hope, that time would help to work out this agricultural dis
tress. But time has made it only worse. 

Recently I have been making an investigation and have con
sulted the best available sources of information. Much to my 
disappointment, I find that the economic situation of agricultm·e 
to-day is actually worse than it has been in many, many years, 
as compared with the prevailing standards. In saying this, I 
am quoting one of the best-informed men in America. The 
actual delinquency in payments due on farm mortgages all over 
this country has reached an impressive number and total. An 
amazing number of farms have been taken over by the mort
gage holders, and many of them are not now being worked. 
This is obviously the result of an inadequate .return on the pro-
duction of those farms. · 

A gentleman who knows the situation intimately told me ·a 
few days ago that. in his judgment, nearly half the farmers in 

the Central States have had to borrow money to pay their taxe& 
in the last year. Nothing could suggest a more serious aspect 
of the agricultural situation than this cold and relentless fact. 

It is only fair to state that I have not had a single request 
from any constituent to vote for this bill. The only communi
cations that have come to me from my district are positively 
against it. There are 450,000 people in my district, and prob
ably 400,000 of them represent the industrial class. From a 
selfish political standpoint, perhaps, I ought to oppose it, and yet 
it seems to me that we need to think nationally on every prob
lem of this kind. To a considerable extent my district is op
posed to this legislation, although it is largely uninterested, but 
I am trying to think in terms of my country, to which I owe a 
greater allegiance than to the narrow confines of one congres
sional district. 

CAUSES OF RECENT INDUSTRIAL PROSPERITY 

For the past several years we have enjoyed rather abnormal . 
industrial prosperity. What are the causes for it? I would 
enumerate the chief ones as follows : When we entered the 
Great War America was wealthy by virtue of the development 
of the great natural resomces of a virgin land. The Great War 
cau ed the wealth of the world to flow into America in unpar
alleled volume, until to-day we have something like two-thirds 
of the world's gold supply. We grew vastly richer out of the 
war in spite of its stupendous cost. 

Since the close of the war we have had an enormous national 
building program that was brought about partly by the delayed 
building of the war period. In addition to this is the stu
pendous development of new industries, like that of the auto
mobile, and many other things which are the outgrowth of a 
newer and higher standard of living, due in part to our in
creased wealth and buying power. 

On top of all this has been the artificial stimulus to business 
expansion by means of the new· and dangerous policy of install~ 
ment buying. 

There must come an end to this sort of expansion. It is now 
generally considered that the national building program has 
nearly if not quite reached the point of' saturation. According 
to the January report of the F. W. D odge Corporation, con
struction contracts awarded during January in 37 States east 
of the Rocky Mountains showed a decline of 16 per cent under 
January, 1926, and 28 per cent under December, 1926. 

Of course, there will be a large volume of building in every 
year of our future history, but the total is bound to decline. 
No one knows when the point of saturation will be :reached in 
the automobile business and kindred lines of luxuries or senii
luxuries, but it can not go on 'forever with the amazing inCI'ease 
of the past few years. This is particularly important when 
considered in light of the fact that the American people have 
mortgaged their future earnings through installment buying for 
a considerable period of the near future. Once the forward 
movement of industrial prosperity is stopped and a decline is 
experienced, many of these delayed payments will become im
possible through lack of employment and there will start a 
reverse movement which will affect the whole commercial 
structurE> adversely. 

PRESENT SIGNS 011' .RJCCEDING PROSPE11ITY 

You may wonder why I am impressed by these thoughts. 
Right now there is a greater volume of unemployment than the 
American public has been permitted to know. According to 
the employment figures of the United States Department of 
Labor at the close of 1926, the employment was only 91 per 
cent of what it was in the year 1923. This report is based 
upon returns from 10,117 establishments in 54 separate indus
tries with 2,974,001 employees in December, whose combined 
earnings in one week were $78,922,522. · · 

I am told on what I consider good authority that there are 
65,000 or 70,000 people out of employment in Cleveland. I was 
told a month ago that there were nearly 100,000 unemployed 
in the city of Detroit. A few days ago in Philadelphia Henry 
Ford predicted another year of prosperity. I hope he is right, 
but I was told two or three weeks ago by a man who ought to 
know that Mr. Ford's plant was then running only two days 
out of five. The latest report of the United States Steel Cor
poration shows a decline of 160,000 tons in unfilled orders. I 
do not mean to infer that there is to be any business crisis, 
but I do believe that the high tide of industrial prosperity is 
passed and that we are entering a period of lessened business 
activity. 

Recently I have been reading the February, 1927, issue of the 
Economic Conditions Bulletin, published by the National City 
Bank, of New York. While the whole tone of this bulletin is 
intended to be optimistic, it contains certain significant state
ments, as follows: 
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The situation at the outset of 1927, it must be admitted, is not quite 

the same as at the outset one year ago. We have had one more 
year of. very heavy building operations, which must 'of necessity bring 
us nearer to the time when building operations will undergo some 
decline. We have also had another year of heavy production in the 
automobile indust ry, with indications that that industry also may not 
be able to continue without some interruption, its record of year-to-year 
increases. The decline in agricultural prices, particularly in the case 
of cotton. · tends to disturb the equilibrium of business. 

Bank clearings during January have continued to run below the corre
sponding weeks of a year· previous, as in the closing quarter of 1926. 

In the iron and steel industry the year has begun more quietly than 
usual, but this is not surprising in view of the sustained activity of 
1926. January steel production, however, is expected to run above the 
74 per cent rate of December, which will not be a bad showing, even 
though considerably below the 89 per cent rate of last January. Prices, 
however have been under pressure. "Not in many months," says the 
Iron Tr~de Review in its issue of Jnnuary 27, "has the finished-steel 
market been so highly competitive." Continuing, this authority says : 

"Business not having come back as expected after the holidays, pro
ducer·s have gone after it in vigorous fashion, and in a moderate w~y 
they have succeeded. The past week has seen further improvement m 
the general tone of the market, with new business and production on a 
somewhat higher plane, but casualties among prices continue." 

Automobile production, after dropping to a low ebb in December, was 
stepped up rapidly in January; but manufacturers are proceeding cau
tiously, and Detroit employment figures are well below the high points 
of 1924 and 1926. 

Suggestions by the head of a large real estate mortgage house that 
the country is overbuilt and that a six-months' building halt would be 
desirable have again precipitated lively discussion over the status of 
the building industry. For some time conservative opinion has looked 
with misgiving upon the methods being pursued in the construction of 
certain types of apartments and office buildings in various sections of 
the country, and a warning that indiscriminate building of this char
acter can not be carried on indefinitely without undesirable result& 
will be approved by all 

AGRICULTURAL DISTRESS HURTS ALL BUSINESS 

How could it be otherwise when the artificial and abnormal 
stimulants have nearly run their course and lost their potency, 
and when half our population are in economic and fina~cial 
distress? It ought to be self-evident that a pro perous agricul
ture is necessary to continuous industrial prosperity. [Ap
plause.] The future success of e~er~ business enterprise. in 
America is dependent directly or md1rectly upon the buyrng 
power of the agricultural part of our population. The most 
selfish provincialism and the most isolated viewpoint ought to 
realize that the prosperity of agriculture is a necessary con
dition to continued national prosperity. [Applause.] 

When you think of the vast number of farms that are being 
abandoned and the multitudes that are flocking into the cities 
to gain a livelihood where money has been Clowing more freely; 
when you think of the millions of American farmers who are 
struggling on in the face of persistent adversity with insuf
ficient income to meet their maturing obligations ; when you 
think of the innumerable farmers who have had to borrow 
money jus t to pay their taxes ; and when you think of the 
disastrous decrease in the buying power of American agricul
ture, you must recognize that we have in this situation a. na
tional problem, and it can not be solve~ by a merel! local VIew
point or by raising the age-old cry agamst everyth1~g new that 
it is economically unsound and dangerous. Somethmg must be 
done to help agriculture in order to help America, and the 
McNary-Haugen bill is the only thing in sight that offers any 
promise. 

WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEE:ll PROSPE RITY AND DEPRESSION? 

Some time ago, I had the opportunity to study a chart made 
by the Economic Research Bureau of the American Telephone 
and Telegraph Co., which is said to be one of the best in 
the country. This chart gave a graphic picture of the trend 
of American business over a period of 50 years. It was inter
estill"' to see how the upward march of prosperity continued by 
irreg~lar movements, and the downward course of depression 
proceeded irresistibly in spite of politics or presidential years 
or other superficial reasons. If the tide of prosperity was 
generally upward, it continued its irregular course upward 
until it reached the high point of abnormal prosperity, and 
then it started downward. There was a surprising persistency 
to these movements, and depression followed abnormal pros
perity just as prosperity followed depression, with significant 
regularity. 

The most surprising thing to me, as disclosed by this chart, 
was the fact that the high point of abnormal prosperity was 

not much more than 10 per cent above the line representing 
normal business, and the low point of depression was not much 
more than 10 per cent below this same line representing nor
mal business. In other words, there is a difference of only 20 
per cent between maximum prosperity and maximum depres
sion. All of this would indicate that the absolutely necessary 
requirements of the American people constitute 90 per cent of 
the normal business volume. The other 10 per cent probably 
represents luxuries or things which they can get along without. 

When the economic forces bring bac,k American business from 
depres ion to normal, it is inevitable that the upward move
ment carries us into a condition of prosperity. Of course, there 
is bound to be some psychological influence both in prosperity 
and in depression. When business is bad people are inclined to 
buy some~hat less than they want and can afford, and this 
increases the depression. When times are good people are 
inclined to buy more freely than they would ordinarily. Thit~~ 
extra confidence increases prosperity and helps to continue it. 
But to the very extent that people overbuy they bring on that 
much more depression, and when depression comes it is that 
much worse and lasts that much longer. By the same token, 
when people underbuy in a period of depression, they make 
the return of prosperity a matter of course. Although it is 
delayed to the extent that people underbuy, prosperity is that 
much greater and lasts that much longer when it comes. 

But here we have a serious situation brought about by the 
economic inequality of agriculture and by the steadily lessening 
buying power of the American farmers. We might just as well 
face the facts frankly. A continuation. of the present financial 
adversity of the farmers of this country is bound to reflect 
itself in a decrease of industrial prosperity. The longer this 
agricultural depression continues and the more acute it be
comes the more will the rest of the country suffer. It seems 
to me self-evident that if the American farmers can be helped 
even moderately out of their present economic distress, it is 
one thing that gives promise of help to maintain the national 
prosperity, and I think it will largely fill the gap created by 
the exhaustion of the artificial and abnormal stimulants which 
have been operating since the Great War. 

WHY IS PRICE ll'IXINO RIGHT FOR EVERYONE ELSE! 

It is said that this bill is a "price-fixing" measure. Wei], 
what of it? The most gigantic "price-fixing" measure that 
was ever given the dignity of law is the American tariff, which 
substantially fixes the domestic price at the world price plus 
the tariff rates. Of course, it is all right to provide a "price
fixing" measure for industry, but the beneficiaries of the tarift 
"price fixing" law cOndemn it as economically unsound to give 
the farmers a "price-fixing" measure of protection. The next 
most gigantic "price-fixing" measure ever enacted into law 
is the Esch-Cummins bill, which substantially guarantees rates 
that will yield a fixed rate on the railroad investment. That 
very law fixes the price of transportation for the farmers' prod
uce and for the service that all the American people must buy 
from the railroads. " Price fixing " is all right for big indus
trial enterplises, but all wrong for unprotected farmers. 

" Price fixing " has become more or less of an accepted prac
tice in American business, and no one seems to think it is eco
nomically unsound and dangerous. Why, even organized labor 
has had the benefits of " price fixing " in connectio~ with the 
labor they have to sell, and the right to do it is now recognized 
by both law and custom. Various professions get together in 
districts and agree upon minimum rates of charge for various 
types of service. Even the banks of various communities get 
together and agree upon the rate of interest they will pay and 
the rate of interest they will charge. 

Why is it economically sound and proper to let everyone else 
fix prices for the things they have to sell, as now seems to be 
the accepted practice, and deny the same right to agriculture, 
which is the most important and basic industry of all? The 
farmers are the only people in America who have no voice in 
fixing the prices of what they buy or what they sell. They are 
the victims of a "price-fixing" era. This argument, coming as 
it does from the beneficiaries of " price fixing " and their 
satellites, is the most unfair and ridiculous and unsportsmanlike 
argument that could be advanced. 

-HELP AGRICULTURE IN ORDER TO HELP AMERICA 

You who are opposed to this bill, and I ~!_ssume that your posi
tion is thoroughly conscientious, I want to ask serious con
sideration of this question. Would you permit the farmers of 
America to be driven into economic ruin by the inequality of 
the artificial protection that has been provided by law for every
one else? Would you permit the farmers of this great country 
to be forced by adversity away from· the farms? Would yo.u 
be willing that the farmers shoulq be developed by econom1c 
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inequality into an underpaid peasant class? Then woe be to 
Ainerica-you will pay dearly for such a course. If you permit 
the farmers to be driven away from the farms of this country, 
you will pay infinitely more for your food and raw materials 
than you would ever pay under the operations of this bill. 

Evei'Y nation, so fai' as history records, that has gone down 
before the march of time, and every civilization that has dis
appeared, is a result of the destruction of its agriculture. We 
must not allow our basic industry to go that way. The farmers 
of America represent a great solid citizenship--hard-woi·king, 
law-abiding, home--owning, and country-loving people. For the 
sake of our country we can afford to do no less than to give 
sympathetic and willing and constructive consideration to their 
great pressing problem of to-day. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD, I include the following: 

UNITED STATES DEPABTMENT OF LABOR, 

Hon. MABTIN L. DAVEY, 

B UREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, 

Washington, February 14, :m21. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
1\1Y DEAR CoNGRESSMAN : The Bureau of Labor statistics employment 

figures for January show an index number for automobiles--employ
ment index 90.3, earnings index 69.0 ; automobile tires-employment 
Index 102.4, earnings index 103.8. 

This indicates that the number of people on the pay roll in the auto
mobile industry did not materially increase in January, while the drop 
in the volume of pay roll Indicates a very serious increase in part-time 
work, even as against December, Automobile tires shows an increase in 
number on pay rolls, but a slight decrease in pay roll showing a little 
more part-time work, though the change is not sufficient to base any con
clusions upon. 

The report of the employment office of Akron, Ohio, shows that during 
the month of January 3,098 male workers applied for jobs, while only 
54 7 men were called for by employers. The Akron office placed 525 
workers out of 3,098 applicants. In the employment offices of Ohio, 
tah-:ing the State as a whole, there were 12,815 men applied for jobs and 
employers applied for the services of 6,408 men, practically two appli
cants for each job otfered. 

Of course, these employment office figures do not tell the whole story 
of unemployment. For instance, recent reports indicate pretty clearly 
that there are about 68,000 men out of work in Cleveland, 8,000 of these 
bein~ in the building trades; while the employment office reports that 
there were 3,884 applications for work filed by men in January, and 
there were 2,139 requests for male help by employers. 

The report for Illinois has just reached my desk and shows that 
there was a decrease of 1.9 per cent in th,e number of workers on fac• 
tory pay rolls during tbe month of January in that State. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) ETHELBERT STEWART, 

GommiBBioner of. Labor Btati8ticB. 

:Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield .20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHITHNGTO:N]. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the hour is growing 
late and I shall be as brief as the importance of the subject will 
permit. I begin where the distinguished economist from New 
York [Mr. JACOBSTEIN] left off by agreeing with him that while 
the pending bill is not perfect, it is the best of any of the bills 
under consideration for the relief of agriculture. If the Senate 
bill is substituted for the House bill, it is my purpose, in a spirit 
of cooperation with the friends of agriculture, to support the 
Haugen bill. [Applause.] 

I shall bl'iefly analyze the McNary-Haugen bill, discuss the . 
more important features of the pending legislation, make a few 
comparisons between the pending bill and some of the other 
measures proposed, answer some of the objections that have 
been urged against the McNary-Haugen bill, and emphasize the 
insurance amendments adopted · by the Senate that will enable 
some of us to vote for the bill. 

I. AGRICULTURAL PROBLEM 

It is admitted that there is an agricultural problem. The 
petition of the farmers for relief is being considered. The 
typical answer of industrialism, the chief argument against 
any farm legislation, has been made. [Applause.] Perhaps 
the speech of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FoRT] best 
typifies the arguments made in opposition to the bill. He sub
mits many objections, but it is significant that the· chief objec
tions relied upon by him during the first session of the present 
Congress are not so much as mentioned by him. Formerly, his 
chief al'gument in opposition was that this legislation consti
tutes a subsidy; he does not mention the matter of a subsidy 
now, either in his speech or in his minority report. Undoubt
edly this course is pursued because the bill. advocated by the 
gentleman has more of a subsidy in it than the Haugen bilL 

Then again, last session the gentleman from New Jersey 
said that there was no overproduction, and that while there is 
a seasonal surplus, yet over a period of years there is no real 
surplus. To-day, in opposition to the pending legislation, he 
states that overproduction is the cause of agricultural distress. 
He admits that the farmer is not receiving an adequate price, 
but the trend of his argument is that it is wrong to increase 
the price of farm products, for an increase in price will be an 
injury to the farmer rather than a help. The object of all farm 
legislation is to give the farmer a living wage, and to give 
him at least the cost of his production. If the argument of the 
distinguished gentleman from New Jersey that an increase in 
price to the farmer would lead t9 overproduction be sound, 
why will not the same argument apply to the manufacturers 
of New Jersey asking for a tariff? The purpose of the tariff 
is to increase the price of the domestic production. It is just 
as reasonable to maintain that an · increase in price to the 
manufacturer will lead to overproduction, as it is to assert that 
paying the cost of production to the farmer will lead to over
production on his part. In other words, the sum of the argu
ments of the opposition is that the farmer should not be giyen 
relief because it will do him injury. The only logical position 
for the opponents therefore, would be to oppose all farm legis
lation. Their position is contradictory when they begin their 
argument by saying that there is a farm problem, and when 
they offer and support a bill to solve the problem. 

II. OB.JECTlOKS ANSWERED 

Mr. FoRT complains that the objections submitteu in his 
minority report have not been answered. I call attention to 
the fact that many of his objections were anticipated in the 
report of the committee, and the remainder were certainly 
answered in the report of the Senate committee on the com
panion bill. 

I refer to one objection, for I regard it as typical. It is ad
mitted that one of the main purposes of agricultural legisla
tion is to encourage cooperative marketing. Mr. Fort gives as 
his chief objection to the Haugen bill that it will kill cooper-
ative marketing. This is the only objection where be under
takes to submit alleged proof to support his statement. He 
refers to the fact that the Haugen bill covers Capper-Volstead 
cooperatives. He then argues that' because, under the Capper
Volstead Act, at least 50 per cent of the volume of a commodity 
handled by a cooperative association must come from its mem
bers, the farm board created would be unable to make agree
ments with cooperative associations to dispose of the surplus 
a very large part of which would not belong to the members: 
He stresses this point. The Crisp bill provides for cooperatives 
and for organizations to be formed by cooperatives. I submit 
that his objection must fall to the ground. The gentleman is 
evidently not familiar with the provisions of the Haugen bill 
re~rted on January 18, 4.927. I quote from the Haugen bill, 
section 6: 

(d) During such operations the board shall assist in removjng or 
withholding or disposing of the surplus of the basic agricultural com
modity by entering into agreements with cooperative associations en
gaged in handling the basic agricultural commodity or with a corpora
tion or association created by one or more of such cooperative associa
tions or with persons engaged in processing the basic agricultural 
commodity. 

This section distinctly states that agreements may be made 
by corporations or associations created by one or more cooper
ative associations. I maintain that the agreements are not 
confined to millers and packers; the agreements are not confined 
to processors. 

Again, I call attention to the fact that the definition of a co
operative association under the McNary-Haugen bill is found 
in section 15 ( 3) ; it is found in the Crisp bill in section 19 ( 3). 
The language of the definition of cooperatives in the two bills 
is identical. In both bills cooperatives are defined as those op
erating under the Capper-Volstead Act. It may be that the 
identity of the definitions, among other things, lead the distin
guished coauthor of the Curtis-Crisp bill in the other Chamber 
when his bill was overwhelmingly defeated in the Senate, t~ 
support the McNary-Haugen blll. 

The other objections urged by the gentleman from New Jersey 
are equally untenable. It is passing strange that if profits are 
guaranteed to millers and packers, the chief opponents of this 
bill, from whom we hear every day, are the representatives of 
the millers. [Applause.] It would be natural, if this legisla
tion were of benefit to the packers, that the packers would be 
asking Congress to pass it. I know of no requests from the 
packers to pass the proposed legislation. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes; when I finish my reply to your 

objections. 
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It may be that the legislation. will upset some existing trade 

channels. I maintain that there should be an upset in exist
ing trade channels. The gentleman himself admits that at least 
some of the trade channels should be eliminated. He. condemns 
speculators and maintains that the speculative element ought to 
be eliminated from existing trade channels. One of the pur
poses of the pending legislation is to eliminate the profits of 
the undesirable trade channels. [Applause.] There are legiti
mate trade channels that will continue. If the cooperatives can 
not handle the products they are authorized to utilize other 
agencies, and cer tainly they will utilize legitimate trade agencies 
already existing. 

Certainly the Haugen bill is no more unworkable than the 
Crisp bill. It is not as much of a price-fixing measure as the 
Crisp bill. Under the Haugen bill the equalization fee ought 
to curb production. Under the Haugen bill the surplus will 
remain in the hands of the producers, and all who are familiar 
with the farm problem admit that the problem of the surplus 
will be handled best if the surplus remains in the hands of 
its best friend, the producers of the commodity. 

III. CO::o.rSUMEBS 

H is noticeable that the gentleman from New Jersey has 
manifested much interest in the cotton growers of the South. 
He is reputed to be the author, or at least one of the coauthors 
of the Curtis-Crisp bill. For some reason it was thought de
sirable by the .philanthropic friend of the cotton growers, who 
resides in New Jersey, to secure the assistance of a real friend 
of agriculture from the South, to introduce legislation for the 
benefit of the cotton growers. When did the manufacturers of 
New Jersey appeal to the cotton growers of Georgia or Floriqa 
to introduce a protective tariff for their benefit? In his zeal 
for the interests of the cotton growers, he calls attention to the 
increased cost of consumption in the event of the passage of the 
bill. He uses arbitrary figures ; he emphasizes especially . the 
increased cost of flour and meat to the cotton growers of the 
South. At the same time he admits an assumed increase in 
the price of cotton. · The answer to the argument is that there 
is no real quarrel between the producers and the consumers. 

The producer would be satisfied to get the price paid by the 
consumer. [Applause.] I refer to statistics from the Depart
ment of Agriculture showing that on August 15, 1923, the aver
age farm price for wheat in the United States was 86.4 cents 
per bushel, the lowest price paid during the years 1922, 1923, 
1924, or 1925. On that same day the average price of bread 

~ nt retail in New York City was 9.6 cents per pound. Eighteen 
months later wheat sold at an average farm price to the pro
ducer of $1.70 per bu bel; this was almost double the price of 
wheat on August 15, 1923, and yet the price of bread at retail 
in New York City averaged 9.6 cents per pound, or exactly the 
same as when wheat·was selling at one-half the price. The com
plaint of the farmer to-day is that he is not getting what the 
c·onsumer pays. The undesirable· trade interests, the specula
tors, are growing fat upon the handling of the produce of the 
farmers. The object of the proposed legislation is to enable 
the farmer to get more nearly what the consumer pays, with
out any undue or unnecessary increase to the consumers. 
[Applause.] I might cite statistics to the same effect relative 
to 'meat, and certainly I can cite them relative to cotton. How 
much more cheaply are the farmers buying their shirts to-day 
a t retail than they bought them a year ago or two years ago, 
when the farmer was receiving twice as much for cotton? 
llow much more cheaply is the farmer buying his gingham or 
llis cotton cloth to-day, when cotton is selling at one-half what 
it sold for a year ago? The decreases in prices received by the 
farmers are not reflected in the pri~es paid by the consumers. 
The cotton grower will not be deceived. He is not altogether 
selfish. He is reasonable. He admits that if legislation is to 
be enacted that will be of benefit to the cotton grower, the 
wheat and the corn growers will receive the same relative 
benefits. 

I can not believe that the American consumer objects to pay
ing the American· farmer a fair price for his product, par
ticularly since I have shown that the increased cost to the con
sumer on any product is very slight. 

When the cotton growers of the South plead that a protec
tive tari.fr on manufactures increased the cost of his clothing, 
his plea, when presented to the manufacturers of New Jersey, 
fell on deaf ears. It is not strange, therefore, that efforts to 
becloud the real issue are made for the purpose of hindering 
and not helping agriculture. 

IV. FOREIGN CONSU1\IERS 

It may be that the wheat grower will receive a better domes
tic price under the Haugen bill, which the gentleman from 
New Jprsey complains of. I listened to his remarkable state
ment about domestic manufacturers selling their products mo,re 

cheaply in foreign countries than in the United States, and 
that the manufacturers only sell in the world markets old 
types of farm machinery, and old models of automobiles. In 
other words, his reply was that the manufacturers do not sell 
the same products abroad that they sell at home. l\fany of 
us have been told that instead of sending the inferior products 
abroad the manufacturers really send them to the South. I 
must confess that the argument of the gentleman from New 
Jersey was a real news item. I have really been laboring 
under the impression that the Fords in London were just the 
same as the Fords in New York. As a matter of fact, the 
great industry of the age, the automobile industry, has been 
built up :r:tot by a protective tariff but through efficiency. 

There is practically no tariff on automobiles, and yet the 
wage earners in the automobile factories are the most highly 
paid of ·any laborers in the Un,ited States. I have communi
cated with the Department of Commerce and the Department 
of Agriculture and the Tariff Commission, and without ex
ception I have been informed that generally the best types of 
manufactured product& are offered for sale abroad. This .state
ment must be true. In foreign markets our products are 
brought into competition with the products of the world. In 
the great markets of Paris, London, and Berlin we must offer 
our best products or we can not sell in these most efficient 
industrial centers on earth. I take no stock in the argument 
that the domestic consumer should · pay more than the foreign 
consumer, but certainly the gentleman from New .Jersey, who 
advocates a high tariff, can not complain. 

V. GRADES 

With but one more reference to the argument of the distin
guished gentleman from New Jersey, I shall pass to the merits 
of the bill. · 

The matter of grades seems to disturb Mr. FoRT. He com
plains that the grower of long-staple cotton will be called 
upon to make the same contribution as the grower of short 
cotton. The gentleman from Minnesota [M.r. NEWTON] com
plained that the grower of bard wheat, more valuable, will be 
called upon to make the same contribution as the grower of soft 
wheat. · 

The gentleman from New Jersey took up the refrain. He 
doth protest too much. I can speak for the growers of long
staple cotton, and I am sure that they will be satisfied if they 
are not called upon to pay any larger equalization fee than the 
growers of short cotton. If hard wheat is more valw.ible, the 
growers of hard wheat will be content if they are not called on 
to pay a larger fee than the growers of soft wheat. Instead of 
being an objection on the part of the growers of long-staple 
cotton or of hard wheat, this argument really is one in favor of 
the equalization fee. 

I am not at all surprised that the gentleman should be dis
tressed and perturbed about the matter of grades. It is one of 
the vices of the Curtis-Crisp bill. Section 9 of that bill provides 
that no commodity_which is of inferior grade shall be purchased 
with advances made by the board. The Crisp bill deals with 
efficient producers. Is it not strange that when a tariff bill is 
written the qualification of the manufactures, limiting the bene
fits of the tariff to the efficient manufacturers only, is lacking? 

But as to the matter of grades: Those who are familiar with 
cotton know that it is true that inferior grades constitute the 
surplus. They constitute the burden on the market. The holder 
of the better grades and of the better staple is the loser becau~e 
of the burden on the market. He will gladly contribute the 
same comparative amount that the holder of the low grades is 
asked to contribute in order to relieve all grades. 

The advocates of the Curtis-Crisp bill must admit that their 
program is one of subsidy. To prevent its operation, however, 
as a subsidy the operations of the bill are so circumscribed and 
restricted, by giving it no authority to deal with the very prod
ucts that cause the surplus, that·the bill can not operate for the 
real relief of agriculture. The subsidy is offered, but it is a 
subsidy that can not and will not be utilized. 

I recall that during the past fall the spokesman for the 
administration, favoring now the Curtis-Crisp bill, announced to 
the South that the present administration was prepared to come 
to the relief of the cotton farmers. M.r. Elugene Meyer and 
other representatives of the administration went into all of the 
cotton-growing States. They maintained that the funds to 
carry over the surplus were available. They advocated a pro
gram that they announced was entirely adequate. Was the 
cotton farmer relieved? Was the price of cotton stabilized? 
While relief was offered, it was couched in such terms as tho e 
that obtain in the Curtis-Crisp bill. The restrictions as to 
grades were similar to those in the Curtis-Crisp bill. The result 
was that the cotton growers received no relief. I repeat, I am 
not disturbed about the matter of grades. I maintain that it is 
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the "Virtue of the Haugen legislation that it proposes to solve 
the problem by handling the low grades as well as the better 
grades of agricultural products. 

Vl. STORAGE CHARGl!tS 

I mu ·t now turn to answer a few of the objections to the 
Haugen legislation that are urged by Representatives from the 
South. . 

Something has been said as to the expense of carrymg over 
cotton in the years of surplus. I reply that no more expense 
will be attached to the carry-over under this legislation than 
now obtains. The surplus is now carded over; it must eith~r 
be carried over or be-destroyed. The trouble now, however, 1s 
that the surplus is being carried over by traders or spec~lators, 
who only buy when the price is depressed, and who will hold 
until better prices obtain. At present the farmer must sell 
when real conditions are not reflected by the market. The 
proposed legislation will enable him. to hold s.o that he, the 
farmer, may obtain the increase in pr1ce. Certamly the farmer 
will not have to pay any more storage or interest than t~e 
spE.ctllator or trader, who must pay such storage chB:I"ges m 
carrying over the surplus. 

VII. EXPENSE OF ADMINISTRATION 

Some Members of the House are evidently alarmed about the 
expensive machinery of the proposed board. No one contends 
that the law will be self-executing. Such was the argument of 
wealth against the passage of the Fede~a~ income tax layv! the 
fairest and most just of all laws, reqmrmg only that P.J.bzens 
shall pay in proportion to their ability and in proportion to 
their earnings. 

The opponents of the income tax law cried that it meant 
bureaucracy, that it meant additional offices. It is the stock 
argument of those who oppose progress. It was the argument 
against the creation of the labor board. It is the argument of 
the liquor interests against the prohibition laws. The liquor 
interests become exceedingly solicitous in reminding the Ameri
can taxpayers that it will cost enormous sums of money to 
enforce the prohibition law. 

But the real downright friends of farm relief are not misled 
by any such arguments. The Curtis-Crisp bill provides for the 
same apptopriation. The expenses of the set-up and th.e ma
chinery in this bill are substantially the same as those m the 
Haugen bill. Even the Aswell bill, confessedly a subsidy, 
requires a set-up and machinery almost as expensive as the 
Haugen bill. 

Some of my colleagues seem to object because the proposed 
legislation provides for the employment of experts. Railroads 
employ experts, banks employ experts, manufacturers employ 
experts when they deal with their products; why should not 
agriculture have the beaefit of experts? There will be some 
expense attached to the set-up and the machinery, but it deals 
with crops aa-gregating billions of dollars. I admit that the 
success of legislation under any bill will depend upon the effi
ciency of the members of the board and the officials of the 
corporations or associations that may be organized. 

Again, it is said that there is no limit to the equalization fee. 
I answer that there is no limit on the equalization fee as to 
any product. Personally, I would lllie to see the equalization 
fee eliminated as to cotton. There is certainly less need for it 
on cotton than on any commodity. In my judgment the fee 
must be less on cotton than on any other commodity. But we 
are dealing with a big problem, a big question. Is it not wise, 
is it not better, to leave the matter to the board upon whom 
the success of the legislation largely depends? Legislatures. of 
the States are authorized to levy taxes; Congress is empow
ered to levee taxes ; there are no limits to the amounts. The 
people mu.st trust their representatives. There must be confi
dence. The producers must trust their representatives on the 
farm board, and if their representatives exceed their authority, 
or abuse their power, Congress is in session every year, and 
the friends of the farmers will most certainly come to their 
rescue. 

VIII. ANALYSIS 

It is very difficult in the short time allotted to me to make 
a thorough analysis ot the proposed legislation. I represent 
a cotton-growing constituency. I believe that the insurance 
features adopted by the Senate are among the most constructive 
features of the Haugen bill. They are contributions by the 
leaders of the cotton industry to the proposed legislation. 

I think they are the most far-reaching and constructive 
measures for the relief of cotton that have been suggested in 
connection with the agricultural problem. I call attention to 
the insurance plan, a very thorough investigation as to its 
_operation, contained in my remarks in the RECORD on Satur
day, February 12, on page 3602. I also call attention to an 
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analysis 9f the McNary-Haugen bill, with the insurance plan 
embodied therein, made by one of the most efficient cotton 
growers and most capable cotton men of the South, Mr. A. H. 
Stone, included in the remarks above mentioned. It deals par
ticularly with the application of the Hauge,n bill to cotton. 

IL PRESENT HAUGEN BILL IS DIFFERENT FBOM FORMER BILL 

I opposed the Haugen bill in the first session of the Congress, 
and I gave my reasons for my opposition. I may say that I 
would oppose it at the present time without the insurance plan, 
to which I have referred, and without the amendments that 
were adopted by the Senate. 

The present bill is different from the bill reported during 
the first session of the present Congress. I refer to a few of 
the differences : There is no reference to a tariff in the pending 
bill, nor is the matter of an embargo mentioned. It can not 
be said to constitute a subsidy. The tariff and embargo and 
subsidy have been eliminated. 

The voluntary feature in c~ection with the equalization 
fee has been liberalized. In fact, it may be said that the bill 
makes the levy of an equalization fee in any commodity vol
untary. The majority of the farmers control. The present 
bill provides for a nominating committee and for an advisory 
council. As amended by the Senate, the board can not begin 
operations, nor can an equalization fee be levied, until the 
board is satisfied that the majority of the producers of such 
commodity favor such action. In States where there are no 
farm organizations provisions are made for ascertaining the 
sentiment of the growers. The amendments of the Senate 
increase the membership of the nominating committee from 
five to seven and liberalize the provisions for membe:t;ship to 
cover all farm organizations. The bill as_ amended by the Sen
ate provides that no equalization fee shall be collected at the 
gin, and finally it provides that operations in any basic com
modity shall not be commenced or terminated unless the mem
bers of the board representing Federal land-bank districts 
which in the aggregate produced during the preceding crop 
year more than 50 per cent of such commodity vote in favor 
thereof. 

The farm board will not actually handle a dollar. Its opera
tions are defined. It may make agreements for: removing or 
disposing or withholding or carrying a surplus. The term 
" surplus " as used clearly means surplus on any basic com
modity, whether arising through rapidity of delivery through 
the harvesting season or arising through a seasonal or accumu
lated overproduction in such commodity. It may make agree
ments to carry out the insurance plan so as to guarantee against 
excessive .fluctuations in· market conditions. Speculation will 
thus be eliminated. The board may make agreements for the 
purchase, storage, sale, or other disposition of the commodity. 

The expense of operation \Vill be determined by the board. 
The operations !n each commodity will be financed by that 
commodity. The stabilization fee will be built up and main
tained by the equalization fee contributed by such commodity. 
In· the case of cotton this fee can not be collected at the gin. 
It may be collected in transportation or at the mj.lls. I repeat, 
to emphasize, that the board can only operate and can only 
cooperate with the producer after the producer himself has 
specifically and voluntarily set in motion the machinery of the 
bill. Each commodity is treated as a separate unit, must stand 
its own losses, and will profit by its gains. 

The insurance feature in cotton is especially beneficial. The 
insurance justifies the equalization fee in order to create a 
stabilization fund to meet the costs of operation. The insur
ance plan is not an insurance of profit, nor does it provide in
surance against loss; the only thing that may be insured is the 
price at delivery. Moreover, the insurance plan is applicable 
to those commodities that have a harvesting season but that 
are and can be stored and marketed during the entire year. 

The cotton growers of the South will be fortunate if they can 
secure the world price for their product at the time of delivery. 
The justification for the equalization fee is insurance against 
price decline, coupled with reimbm·sement for fire insurance, 
storage, and interest. 

The farm board is the central authority. No single State can 
solve the problem. There must be a Federal authority. The 
farmers must trust their representatives. The farm board is 
nominated by the farmers, and this board represents the 
producers. 

X. DEMAND FOR LEGISLATION 

The farmers of the South may not be familiar with the pro
visions of any of the bills. They probably know as much about 
the McNary-Haugen bill as they do about the Crisp _bill or the 
Aswell bill. It is apparent, as I have said, that the Haugen bill 
must be the basis of any legislation that is passed by the pres
en~ Congress. Both the Haugen bill and the Crisp bill provide 
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for an appropriation for expenses in the sum of $500,000. All 
three bills carry an authorization for a revolving fund of 
$250,000,000. . 

In all frankness and in all candor it must be stated that the 
equalization fee found only in the' Haugen bill is the only 
method or plan in any bill whereby the Federal Treasury will 
ue reimbursed for advances from the revolving fund. 

While the farmers of the South are not familiar with the 
terms of any of the bills, they are asking for and they are ex
pecting legislation that will relieve the plight of the cotton 
grower to-day. Undoubtedly cotton is suffering more than any 
other commodlty. The two large crops of the past two years 
have resulted not only in losses but in many cases in bank
ruptcy. It has been conservatively estimated that for the six
teen and a half million bale crop of 1925 and for the estimated 
eighteen and one-half million bale crop of 1926 the cotton grow
ers of the South have sustained losses of $760,000,000. These 
losses amount to one-half the v~ue of a normal crop. 

As candidates, I am su1·e the Members of Congress from the 
South promised their constituents that they were familiar with 
the agricultural problem and that they would vote for the best 
solution of the problem that could be obtained. The McNary
Haugen bill is not perfect; if I had my way, I would make some 
changes. I would like to eliminate, I repeat, the equalization 
fee on cotton altogether. But I know that legislation is a 
matter of compromise; it results from a spirit of cooperation. 

When I recall that the large cotton crops of the past two 
years have not brought to the growers as much by 25 per cent 
in the aggregate each year as the average normal crop in pre
ceding yea1·s ; when I recall that agricultural wealth has de
creased since 1912, while the national wealth has steadily in- . 
creased; when I recall that the farmer who owns his farm had 
a net return of only 2.5 per cent throughout the United States 
in the crop year 1925-26, while inve"tments in the industrial 
field brought a return of approximately 11 per cent; when I 
I'ecall that in 1925 the farmer paid approximately 27 per cent of 
his net-cash income in taxes ; when I recall that in the case of 
cotton 46 per cent of the factors entel'ing into the yield of cotton 
is due to acreage, and 54 per cent is due to weather, insects, 
and other conditions ; when I recall that it is impossible now to 
change our economic system or to rebuild our economic stru~ 
tru·e, to repeal or revise the protective tariff, I am forced to 
conclude that I can best promote the interests of agriculture by 
supporting the McNary-Haugen bill, with the amendments 
adopted by the Senate, without which I can not support the 
measure. 

I repeat that there is no real conflict between the unselfish 
consumer and the unselfish grower. There is no conflict be
tween those who buy and those who sell where both desire 
justice and fairness. The great pru-pose of the legislation is 
to stabilize prices and production so that the price that is paid 
by the consumer can be reasonably reflected by. the amount 
received by the producer. 

I am in sympathy with all reasonable measures for the relief 
of agriculture. The McNary-Haugen bill is by no means per
fect. It does not embody all the features I advocate for the 
solution of the farm problem. As amended by the Senate it is 
a distinct contribution toward the solution of the great ques
tion confronting the American people. 

Agriculture asks only for justice. It demands a square deal. 
The McNary-Haugen bill, as amended by the Senate, will pro
vide better conditions for agriculture. Its passage will con
tribute toward leading the American farmer out of the wil
derness of despair, despondency, and bankl·uptcy into the 
promised land of a better day. Agriculture asks for a living 
wage and pleads for at lea t the cost of production. The 
farmer for himself and family asks· for bread ; will the Con
gress give him a stone? [Applause.] 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. WHITTINGTON. Yes. 
Mr. FORT. The gentleman has stated that the minority 

report with reference to cooperative marketing is in error. 
Has the gentleman stopped to consider, in the case of cotton., 
f~r instance, that the cooperative marketing associations-

:Mr. WHITTINGTON. I did not yield for a speech. 
Mr. FORT. I am asking a question. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. All right 
Mr. FORT. That the cooperative marketing associations 

handle less than 9 per cent of the crop and that, therefore, 
they can not be the agencies to handle the ~Ius, since the 
surplus is 50 per cent of the crop? -

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Let me answer the gentleman by 
saying that the declared purpose of the C1z'isp bill-the distin
guished coauthor of which in the other body, after making a 
speech for it, voted for the Haugen bill-let me answer the 
gentlem:an by saying that the . declared purpo~ of all farm 

legislation is, among other things, to increase the cooperative 
movement in the country and to foster it. I have pointed out 
already that under section 6 the corporations or associations 
created by the cooperatives can be the agencies of the farm 
board. Moreover, the surplus is not ordinarily 50 per cent 
of the crop, and I maintain that no single feature and no more 
constructive matter in aid of cooperatives has been embodied 
in the bill than the insurance plan that was adopted by the 
Senate. In my judgment the insurance feature will be ex
ceedingly helpful to cooperative marketing. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from l\lissis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee ro e ; and the Speake1· having 

resumed the chair, Mr. MAPES, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 15474) 
to establish a Federal fa1·m board to aid in the orderly market
ing and· in the control and disposition of the surplus of agri
cultru·al commodities, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SE8A TE BILLS REFERRED 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and refened as 
follows: 

S. 5588. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Big 
Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct and maintain 
and operate a bridge across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River 
at Devon, Mingo County~ W. Va.; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 5598. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the Ohio River approximately midway between the cities 
of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 5620. An act granting the consent of Congre s to John R. 
Scott, Thomas J. Scott, E. El. Green, and Baxter L. Brown. their 
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge aero s the Mississippi River. 

E!\"'ROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they presented to the Pre ident of the 
United States, for hi approval, the following bill: 

H. R.ll768. An act to regulate the importation of milk and 
cream into the United States for the purpose of promoting the 
dairy industry of the United States and protecting the public 
health. 

MAJ. CHARLES BEATTY MOORE, UNITED STATES ARMY 

~1r. OLDFIELD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table, and ·pass, the bill ( S. 5259) 
g~·anting permission to .1\Iaj. Charles Beatty Moore, United 
States AI·my, to accept the following decorations, namely, the 
Legion of Honor tendered him by the Republic of France, and 
the officers' cross of the order Polonia Restituta tendered 
him by the Republic of Poland, which has passed the Senate, 
an identical Bouse bill b~ng on the calendar. I have been 
authorized by the committee having the bill in charge to have 
the bill con. idered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill S. 5259, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That Maj. Charles Beatty Moore, United States 

.Army, be authorized to accept the following decorations, namely (1) 
the Legion of Honor tendered him by the Republic Qf France, and (2) 
the officers' cross of the order "Polonia Restituta" tendered him by 
the Republic of Poland, and that the Department of State be permitted 
to deliver the said decorations to Maj. Charles Beatty Moore, United 
States Army. 

The SPEl.A.KEJR. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

thirq time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pa sed 

was laid on the table. 
.MR. LEE FRIDAY 

Mr. McSWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to addre.·s 
the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for two minutes. is there ob
jection? 

There was no objectio~ 
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:Ur. McSWEE~"'EY. 1\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen of the 

House, I beard this afternoon that one of the newspaper boys 
who had continually visited my office and who was born· in the 
neighboring State of Pennsylvania had died of pneumonia-Mr. 
Lee Friday, who has been working on a Cincinnati and several 
other papers. 

I know that to his family and to his young son nothing can 
be of any comfort now except the memory of their pleasant 
association; the hope that Lee had for a greater future and 
the things he had planned for his young son and his patient 
wife, who only saw him one night a week because of his devo
tion to duty. But may I add the words of Robert Ingersoll 
when he spoke. at his brother's funeral: 

This loved and lovJng husband, brother, parent, friend, died where 
manhood's morning nearly touches noon and while the shadows still 
were falling to the west. He had not passed on life's blghway the 
stone that marks the highest point, but being weary for a moment he 
lay down by the wayside, and usir:g his burden for a pillow, passed 
into that dreamless sleep that kisses down his eyelids still, and whJle 
still in love with life and enraptured by the world, be passed to silent 
and pathetic dust. Is it not best in just the happiest, . sunniest hour 
of all the voyage. when eager winds are kissing every sail, to dash 
against the unseen rock and in the instant hear the waves roar above 
the sunken ship, because no matter how his every hour was robed with 
sunshine and every moment jeweled with joy, whether in midocean or 
upon the breaker·s of the farther shore, a wreck at last must mark the 
end of each and all? 

I regret he will no longer be among us ; I only hope that 
some of the obligations and burdens of friendship will devolve 
upon me to help to bring to his son and his family some of the 
happiness he had planned for them. 

I thank the House for its courtesy. 

FREDERICK FE..~NING FINALLY FETIKR.ED-I:NSANE ASYLUMS SH.lLL 
NOT ENTOMB OUR SANE SOLDIERS 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on last District day I obtained 
leave to revise and extend a speech I made at that time. I 
have been so busy I have not had time to get it up, and I am 
afraid the time will run out. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
to renew it as if the request were made and granted as of this 
day, which will give me the full 30 days from now to com
plete it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BL~~TON. 1\Ir. Speaker, my inV"estigation of William 

Wolff Smith, of St. Elizabeths, of Dr. William A. White, and of 
former Commissioner Frederick A. Fenning has produced far
reaching results. We not only forced Commissioner Frederick 
A. Fenning to resign, and thus removed him from mismanaging 
the affairs of the District of Columbia, but we have forced 
him to make timely retribution to his numerous victims-the 
helpless shell-shocked World War veterans whom as their 
guardian he had in his clutches-by forcing him to relinquish 
his trust over them to their parents and rtlatives, and to return 
to them the 25 per cent commissions on bond premiums he had 
been unlawfully taking from their estates and putting in his 
pocket. We have been instrumental in having the Supreme 
Court of the Di trict of Columbia reduce his. commissions to 5 
per cent, when heretofore for 23 years he has been charging his 
several hundred helpless wards from 10 per cent up to as high 
as 90 per cent annually. By inciting legislation to be passed, 
we have been instrumental in forcing him to relinquish his 
guardianship over his numerous World War veteran wards, 
until h~ow has only 21 such cases left, and they will soon be 
reduceal:o 5. 

On January 13 and January 15, 1927, the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia ordered Frederick A. Fenning to file 
his final account in the following eight cases: No. 7745, James 
Braggs; No. 7872, Gunaro Bruno; No. 7782, Nicholas Caroussos; 
No. 7873, Luis Cruz; No. 7972, Ramon Delamon; No. 7785, Wal
ter A. Foley; No. 7905, George F. Gartz; and No. 7958, John H. 
Rose. 

THUS LEAV.IllS HIM O~L.Y 13 

Verily, he has been dethroned. The following 13 cases are 
all that Frederick A. Fenning now has left of the many World 
War veterans he was robbing as guardian when I first investi
gated him, to wit: No. 7683, Thomas S. Callahan; No. 7879, 
Robert Chesko; No. 7717, Neils P. J. Erenbjerg; No. 8331, Leon 
Hill; No. 7851, Anton Kucis; No. 10795, George Lucak; No. 
7298, Wilfred A. Motley; No. 7759, Frank Pach; No. 7787, 
Leighton B. Pierce; No. 7814, Gust Sefigas; No. 7932, Joseph S. 
Seleeman; No. 7633, Rodney M. Smith; and No. 7806, Henry 
Williams. 

TO BE REDUCED TO FIVE CASES IMMEDIATJ:LY 

Concerning further reducUig · these cases of Frede.Iick A. 
Fenning to five, so as to conform to the law we have recently 
passed, I quote from a letter just received from Gep. Frank T. 
Hines, Director of the United States Veterans' Buteau, the 
following: 

The bureau wHl proceed to finally reduce the number to five, in 
accordance with the ideas expressed both by your committee and 
Congress. 

This new law provides that no person shall be guardian or 
committee for more than five wards in the District of Columbia. 

FORCED TO RETUR~ WHAT HE TOOK U-"'L.A WFULLY 

To show that said Frederick A. Fenning bas been forced to 
return to his many ward~ the 25 per cent commissions on bond 
premiums he had filched from their estates and put in his own 
pocket, I quote further from said letter just received from 
General Hines, as follo"'S : 

Mr. Frederick A. Fenning has returned the amount of commissions on 
premiums of fiduciary bonds he bad received from such estates. 

From said letter received from Director Hines I quote the 
following excerpt : 

I wish to advise that the bureau has filed exceptions to Mr. Fenning's 
accounts .in each case that a commis:;;ion was recommended in excess of 
5 per cent by the auditor, and that the court in the Adolf Adler case, 
upon the bureau's petition, held that as a warning to other fiduciaries 
the commis ion of Mr. Fenning on his current account should be 
reduced from 10 per cent prayed for to 5 per cent, inasmuch as Mr. 
Fenning bad concealed bond-premium commission information. In the 
Henry Jones case, lunacy No. 8256, the bun•au petitioned the court to 
reopen all accounts pending before it, as well as old approved accounts, 
and reduce the commissions formerly allowed to 5 per cent on the basis 
of the decision in the Adolf Adler case. Mr. ~·enning opposed the peti
tion on the theory of res adjudicata, and upon bearing the court ruled 
that the old accounts were not res adjudicata and could be opened. 

FE:iNIXG'S CURRE~T COlDUSSIONS REDUCED TO 5 PER CENT 

And the court has reduced Frederick A. Fenning's current 
commissions to 5 per cent on all of his pending cases. 
FOUB HUXDRED AND EIGHTEE~ WORLD WAR VETERA~S REMOVED FROlll ST. 

ELIZABETHS 

Following my investigation of and report on the awful condi
tions maintained in St. Elizabeths Insane Asylum there has 
been removed therefrom by the Veterans' Bureau to other hos
pitals nearer their homes in 16 different States 418 shell
shocked World War veterans. And these removals were effected 
between ~Iay 26, 1926, and December 11, 1926. 

WHAT SCCH RE;\fOYAL MEA.."'iS TO THEIR LOVED ONES 

l\Iany of these poor boys were held here several thousand 
miles from their homes and loved ones. l\Iany of their parents 
were poor people who could not come here to see them. And 
had their parents been permitted to sene as their guardians in
stead of l!'rederick Fenning, and had the thousands of dollars 
which were paid out of their e~tates to Frederick Fenning 
been paid to such parent , it would have been a godsend for 
them; and with RUCh funds these parents could have given far 
better care and attention to their boys. For instance, of these 
418 transferred, 13 of them were California boys, and were 
transferred to California. They never should have been placed 
in St. Elizabeths. And Dr. William A. White, superintendent 
of St. Elizabeths, and William Wolff Smith, general counsel for 
the Veterans' Bureau, and the courts here should never have 
permitted Frederick A. Fenning to qualify as their guardian in 
his studied exploitation of helpless victims. 

FORTY·FIVE ~~~fATES ESTABLISHED THEIR SANITY IN COURT 

Since my investigation and report on St. Elizabeths and my 
impeachment of Frederick A. Fenning, wherein I proved that 
sane persons were being unlawfully held in St. Elizabeths, 
there haV"e been 45 of these inmates who have secured writs of 
habeas corpus from the Supreme Court of the District of Co
lumbia, and upon trial before such court have established their 
sanity and haV"e secured judgments from said court declaring 
them sane and discharging them from this St. Elizabeths Insane 
Asylum. These 45 persons are the following: 

Habeas corpus No. 1280, James A. Wood; No. 1287, Herman H. 
Bergman; No. 1289, Jobn B. Jones; No. 1293, Frank Ferrero; No. 
1282, Richard F. Millett; ~o. 1290, William M:' Wolverton; No. 1295, 
Frank D. Allen; No. 1294, Ted Newman: ~o. 1301, Robet·t W. Brown; 
No. 1307, Clyde Oringer; No. 1299, William West; No. 1288, William 
P. Houghton: No. 1315, George F. Callahan ; No. 1296, George de 
Brodes; No. 1306, Joseph P. Morris; No. 1310, John B. Collins; No. 
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1313, Robert W. Shufeldt; No. 1316,.Bernard L Hoelscher; No. 1275, 
George C. Tisdale; No. 1314, Edward J. McCallig; No. 1315, Everett 
L. Mason; No. 1320, Gus R. Kaschnbey; No. 1333, Joseph A. Murdock~ 
No. 1326, Charles N. Howell; No. 1328, Thomas J. Schram; No. 1303, 
Noel C. Johnson; No. 1309, Esayas C. Boniger; No. 1330, Wayman G. 
Edwards; No. 1331, Patrick J. Crowe; No. 1339, Sidney Martin; No. 
1343, Alfred C. Kolls; No. 1325, Albert Sullivan; No. 1353, Cyrus S. 
Hart; No. 1361, Lawrence Freeman; No. 1355, John L. Bailey; No. 
1358, Anna M. Griffiths; No. 1357, John W. Gaskill; No. 1379, William 
F. Gaffney; No. 1386, Richard D. Brennan; No. 1387, Jane B. Ransom; 
No. 1390, Santi Arena; No. 1340, Eldred R. Kemp; No. 1396, Paul A. 
McDuffie. 

The foregoing ar'e merely the ones who between June 4, 1926, 
and the end of last year secured their discharge from St. 
Elizabeths by establishing their sanity in court and having a 
judgment rendered by the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia declaring them sane. There are likely others who 
have since the beginning of this year secured their discharges, 
but I have not had time to check up the records to find out. 

PERSECUTrQN 

In habeas corpus case No. 1301 Robert W. Brown secured his 
release on July 7, 1926, y'et in the face of such judgment the 
authorities attempted thereafter to reinca.rcerate him, and he 
again secured his release by judgment of th'e court on August 
17, 1926. 

In habeas corpus case No. 1313 Robert W. Shufeldt secured 
his release from St. Elizabeths, yet in the face of such judg
ment the authorities attempted thereafter to reincarcerate him, 
and in a n·ew proceeding, habeas corpus case No. 1341, he again 
secured a judgment of the court on September 29, 1926, adjudg
ing him sane and releasing him from St. Elizabeths. 

INSANE ASYLUMS WORSE THAN PENITENTIARIES 

Mr. Speaker, an insane asylum, however necessary, ls an 
awful institution. Once placed behind its portals rarely is 
one ever released therefrom ordinarily, except by death. When 
releases occur, the finger of public prejudice always points, and 
every act, perfectly normal in other people, is watched with 
suspicious criticism. The stigma follows even beyond the third 
and fourth generations. 

INCARCERATING SA.NB PEOPLE WORSE THAN D~ 

For a sane person to be wrongfully placed behind the bars in 
an insane asylum is a punishment far worse than death. It 
is a punishment more severe than being sentenced to the peni
tentiary. For, when the sentence is served, one is released from 
the penitentiary, and time there is often shortened by good 
behavior, and there is always the chance of executive clem
ency, and the world soon pardons and forgets. But what hope 
is there for a sane person wrongfully held behind the. bars of 
an insane asylum? There is no definite sentence that will end. 
There is no hope of executive clemency. The world does not 
forgive a former inmate of an insane asylum as it does a former 
convict from the penitentiary. If one escapes from the asylum, 
or succeeds in being brought before a court on a writ of habeas 
corpus and upon trial before his peers is adjudged sane and 
r~leased, he never regains the position in society that he for
merly occupied, for some will always question his sanity. It 
is rarely the case that he can procure employment from one 
knowing of his incarceration, and sooner or later such fact will 
be known .wherever he goes, and whatever he does. It is hung 
around his neck for life. 

SANE PEOPLE SHOULD HAVIl EVERY SAFEGUARD 

No person should be committed to an insane asylum until 
they have been legally adjudged insane by the judgment of a 
court, with every safeguard thrown around them to prevent 
exploitation by designing persons. I had read in novels that 
sane people were kept in insane asylums and exploited, but 
until my investigation of Dr. William A. White, Commissioner 
Frederick A. Fenning, William Wolff Smith, and St. Elizabeths 
Insane Asylum, I never dreamed that such exploitation was 
carried on in a Government institution of the United States 
almost within the portals of the Capitol dome in Washington. 

DOCTOR WH1Tl!l SAVING LEOPOLD AND LOEB MURDERERS 

From the floor of the House on December 14, 1925, I read 
a statement ~rom Secretary Hubert Work, Dep?rtment of the 
Interior, who certified that Dr. William A. White received a 
salary of $7,500 per year as superintendent of St. Elizabeths, 
and that the Government furnishes to him free for himself and 
family his residence, his food, his fuel, his furnishings, his 
servants, his automobiles, his lights, heat, gas, and water, and 
his laundry and medical attention, all free for himself and 
family; and thaf the law requires Doctor White to devote all 
of his time to said institution. And I then produced evidence, 
admitted by Doctor White himself in reply to my corkscrew 
lett;ers, that he had sold_ l!ls services to Clarence Da,rrow, an~d 
had gone to Chicago, there to te~tify fo~ mQney to ~ ve the 

necks of the Leopold and Loeb murderers, their millionaire 
fathers paying I>octor White $250 per day for 14 days or the 
sum of ·$3,500 for selling his testimony. 

I then called attention to the fact that Leopold and Loeb 
were not ordinary murderers, but that the atrocious murder com
mitted by these two young millionaire college men, in its 
shrewd manner of planning and execution, shocked the entire 
world. These were not ordinary criminals with their minds 
warped from suffered hardships, but they were educated, pam
pered, well-fed, well-clothed, well-groomed, pleasure-gorged, 
luxury-surfeited, polished thugs, who cruelly killed a little boy 
just for a new thrill. There was not one single extenuating 
circumstance. Nothing whatever could be <>ffer.ed in mitiga
tion. The enormity of the crime was simply apalling, and no 
punishment less than death was adequate. But for $3,500 cash 
paid him, Dr. William A. White violated the law and left his 
duties here and attended this trial in Chicago and helped Clar
ence Darrow save their infamous necks. 

And I then showed that Doctor White had refused to answer 
my questions concerning other cases in which he had sold his 
testimony to save criminals, but like a criminal he dodged be
hind the old "I can't remember." All he would say was-

A detailed statement such as you ask is absolutely impossible for me 
to make. My memory does not serve me. As I told you, I have no 
record to which I could refer. 

And then I began my investigation of Dr. William A. White 
and his St. Elizabeths Insane Asylum. 

SOUGHT TO STOP SELLING TESTIMONY 

On January 11, 1926, when the bill came up appropriating 
funds for Doctor White and St. Elizabeths, I offered the follow
ing amendment: 

On page 107, line 17, after the word "patient," add a colon and the 
following proviso, to wit : " Provided, That no part of the money appro
priated by this paragraph shall be used to pay the salary of any Gov
ernment official who shall enter into an agreement with criminals · to 
testify in their behalf In consideration of which such criminals agr~ to 
pay substantial remuneration." 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] made the point 
of order against it, and under House rules I could not secure a 
vote on it, although I then quoted from one of .Doctor White's 
letters to me his admission that he intended to sell his testi
mony whenever he could, to wit: 

Of course, I feel, where some one wants my opinion and they have 
plenty of money to pay for it, that there is no reason why I should not 
charge for it. 

From my speech then made on the floor of the House I quote 
the following : 

If Dr. William A. White had not been connected with this Government 
institution, Clarence Darrow would not have given 30 cents for his 
testimony. He mWlt stop selling the <rovernment of the United States 
for money in murder cases to let criminals escape just punishment. 
A.nd he must not secrete his facts. 

It is unfortunate, indeed, that the gentleman from Michigan saw fit to 
make a point of order against my amendment, for I believe that if it 
could have come to a vote 1n this HoWle the membership would have 
stopped this Government official from leaving his position, to which by 
law he is required to devote all of his time, and selling himsel.t to mil
lionaire crlmin:ils, ahd spending two weeks in Chicago to help them 
escape the hangman's noose, at $250 per day reward for his test imony. 
This is one time when the House should have been permitted to vote 
on this proposition. And I serve notice now that I am going to our 
two Senators at the other end of this Capitol and request them to put 
this amendment in this bill there, where technicalities can not keep it 
out, and I believe that they will put it in and that the ~e will 
pass it. 

If Congress does not stop this pernicious· practice, the American 
people are going to hold Congress responsible for it. They have a right 
to pass this amendment over in the Senate. We are under limitations 
here, but they have no limitations over there and they ought to do it. 
We ought to stop these avaricious alienists from testifying for big pay 
in court to keep from the gallows men who ought to be hanged. I say 
that it is my belief that these two educated criminals ought to have 
been hanged by the neck until they were dead. [ApplaWle.] 

And the very next day I did appeal to one of our Texas 
Senators to take steps in the Senate to stop this pernicious 
practice. 

WASHINGTON~ D. C., January 1!, 1926. 
Hon. EARLE MAYFIELD, 

UnitefJ States Senator, 
Senate Office Building. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I am ·inclosing you herewith a copy of yester· 
day's CoNGREssioNAL REcoRD; on pages 1486 and 1487 of 'which you 
will note the amendment I ol!ered that would stop Dr. William A. 
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White, a Government official who owes all of his time to the Govern
ment, from selling his j:estimony to such criminals as Leopold and 
Loeb for $250 per day for two weeks he spent in Chicago in their 
behalf to save them from a just hanging. 

Doctor White gets $7,500 salary, gets his home, food, servants, heat, 
light, gas, water, medical attention, and fuel, all furnished to him free 
by the ·Government for himself and family, and he is under contract 
to give all of his time to the Government. 

This amendment was subjeet to a point of order in the House, but 
when they go to put that $218,000 for the colored school (Howard 
llniversity) back into the bill, you can force this amendment on the 
blll in the Senate, and I hope that you will take a fl..rm stand to do so. 

Very truly yours, 
THOMAS L. BLANTON. 

But no action was taken in the Senate to stop it. 
Shortly after this several improper acts committed by Fred

erick A. Fenning, one of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, came to my attention, and I also began an investiga
tion of his record. 

DOCTOR WHITE AYD COMMISSIONER FENNING 

Strange to say, my two investigations soon merged into one. 
I found that Dr. William A. White and Frederick A. Fenning 
had been operating together for nearly 25 years, and both had 
2:rown rich exploiting the veterans of three wars. And William 
'Volff Smith, general counsel of the Veterans' Bureau, silently 
sat by and permitted it. 

DEPENDABLE MARTIN B. M.ADDEN 

On 1\Iarch 18, 1926, from the floor of the House I made a 
speech showing that through the help of Doctor White the said 
Commissioner Fenning was having himself appointed guardian 
of soldiers incarcerated in St. Elizabeths, held there against the 
wish of their parents in the States, and drawing from their in
comes several thousand dollars per year, and I contended that 
he had no right to do it, and that it ought to be stopped. And 
then the great chairman of tile great Committee on Appropria
tions, 1\IARTIN B. 1\I.ADDEN, of Chicago, than whom there ha.~ 
never been in Congress any man more valuable to the American 
taxpayers, spoke as follows: 

1\Ir. MADDJlN. It the gentleman will pe1·m1t; let me make · this sugges
tion: If he is doing that, he ought to be put out of his office. 

And I then asked Mr. MADDEN if be would have his com
mittee look into it, and he replied: 

1\:Ir. MADDEN. We will. 
Mr. BLANTON. Good; I know the gentleman means just what he 

says, and having accomplished what I desired, I am going to yield 
the floor. 

I continued my investigations, and gathered indisputable · 
evidence from the employees and records of St. Ellzabeths, the 
District of Columbia employees, and the court records, and 
spent much time and money out of my own pocket accumulat
ing the facts. 

CITIZIINS IN ALL 48 STATES AFFECT-liD 

There were 4,417 patients then shut behind bars in St. EllZa
betbs. Some were veterans of the Civil War. Some were 
veterans of the Spanish-American War. There were over 
900 of them shell-shocked veterans of the World War. Over 
2,200 of them had never been committed by court adjudica
tion. 1\Iany of them were absolutely sane. They were from 
practically every State in the United States. They had fathers, 
mothers, sisters, and brothers in the 48 States. l found a 
number there from the State of Texas. I found several boys 
there from my own district in Texas. Many of these boys 
came back from France shell shocked, and needed sympathy 
and love; and careful nursing, and careful dieting, and pleas
ant surroundings, and hope; and an insane asylum with its 
constant shrieks and senseless clatter was the last place on 
earth to which they should have been sent. There were sev
eral boys there from several foreign countries. Details of 
tile inhuman treatment many had received there shocked me 
beyond expression. 

NO HOPE OF HELP FROM DOCTOR WORK 

Doctor White and St. Elizabeths are under the control of 
the Department of the Interior. Dr. Hubert Work, Secretary 
of said department, was formerly in charge of a similar in
stitution in the State of Colorado, and is the intimate per
sonal friend of Doctor White. There is a strong feeling of 
friendship and fellow sympathy existing between all alienists 
and superintendents of insane asylums. All have been investi
gated. All abhor investigations. All feel aggrieved when in
vestigated. All expect criticisms and become callous to them. 
Therefore I felt that I would be wasting time in any attempt 
to persuade the Secretary of the Interior to remedy conditions, 
as he and Doctor White were such close personal friends. 

APPEALED TO COXGRESS 

On 1\Iarch 22, 1926, for one hour I spoke in the House, my 
speech covering 10 pages of the RECORD, and I showed how Doc
tor White and Commissioner Fenning were exploiting veterans. 
I showed that the Comm.issione of the District of Columbia 
were sending people to this insane asylum upon executive order, 
without trial in court. I showed that the Director of the Vet
erans' Bureau was committing shell-shocked veterans of the 
World War to this insane asylum upon executive order without 
tlials in court. I showed that the Secretary of War, the Sec
retary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
superintendents of old soldiers' homes were all sending men to 
this insane asylum upon their executive order, without any 
trials granted in court. I showed that for that fiscal year Con
gress had appropriated for St. Elizabeths the enormous sums of 
$1,023,000 and $900,000 and $260,000, aggregating $2,183,000. I 
showed that Commissioner Fenning was drawing a salary of 
$7,500, was furnished his suite of offices, his automobile, and a 
$2,100 chauffeur, and though expected to give all of his time to 
the Government, was maintaining a private law practice, and 
in collusion with Doctor White was having himself appointed 
as guardian of veterans in St. Elizabeths who had incomes from 
the Government. I read the statement from General Hines, 
Director of the Veterans' Bureau, giving the names of 75 World 
War veterans for whom Commissioner Fenning had bad him
self appointed guardian, and from whose estates General Hines 
certified: 

Colonel Fenning has been allowed by the Supreme Court of the Dis
trict in practically every case for which he is acting as guardian or 
committee 10 per cent of the principal of the personal estate and on the 
annual income of the estate, as pronded in section 1135 of the Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia. • 

Very truly yours, 
FRAJ.'i"K T. HIYES, Director. 

I quoted the report of the last grand jury, stating conditions 
in St. Elizabeths were deplorable, and indicating that many 
persons were confined there who were not insane but sent there 
for ulterior motives, and recommending that Congress investi
gate St. Elizabeths. I called attention to the charges made 
through the Library Critic, issue of February 24, 1926, to wit: 

Last summer I found an old Army comrade of mine in St. Elizabeths 
Hospital, where he had been confined for nearly five years. He was not 
in the slightest mentally deranged. I was not able to get a hearing for 
him before any of the courts. 

I found that there·were many others similarly confined, thrown in by 
bureaucratic orders for which there were no legal grounds. 

The Army, the Veterans' Bureau, the Navy, and the Department of 
Justice have been using this hospital for a muzzling station wherein to 
bury persons who have criticized officials in these departments. In such 
cas<'s the victim is thrown in the hospital and held incomunicado behind 
cement walls. 

George C. Tisdale was shanghaied into St. Elizabeths 12 years ago. 
He is not Insane and never was. White has held him and denied access 
to him of friends and -counsel. 

I called attention to the letter received by me that morning 
from Dr. Miley B. Wesson, California, urging me to get action 
for a boy who almost died for want of proper treatment by the 
Navy, Doctor Wesson appealing as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, March 16, 19~6. 
The Hon. THOMAS L. BL.1NTO~, 

HolJ,Se of Representati1:es, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR MR. BLANTON: This communication is addressed to you because 

of your reputation for fearlessness. When I was a student at the Uni
versity of Texas the members of. the Athenaeum still told stories of your 
fight for decency in uni'tersity politics. Later, when I lived in El Paso, 
Tex., we often heard that as a district judge in Abilene you were con
tinuing your fight against crooked politics. Since that time the news
papers have kept us informed of the fact that you have not succumbed 
to the blandishments of the bureaucrats and are continuing your fight 
for decency. For that reason I am writing you concerning the following 
matter: 

• • • • • • • 
In the early days in west Texas bowie knives were rather common. 

If you have yours with you in Washington, will you not unshea.th it 
and cut through the mazes of red tape that naval suboruinates are 
winding about this matter? What is needed is apparently a little less 
law and a little more justice and equity. I want to see this boy live, 
and I know you do, and I know that you have no love for inefficient 
bureaacrats. 

Very sincerely yours, 
W. B. WESSO~. 

I had not only-been investigating St. -Elizabeths, but I . had 
been getting the facts concerning the treatment' of many WorUI 
War veterans in other insane asylums scattered over the United 
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States. Some were from practically every State in the Union. 
I felt that lf I could clean up St. Elizabeths and stop Fenning 
from robbing veterans here in Washington, then conditions 
could be remedied elsewhere. But I had to fight at every step. 
F enning was strong personally, :financially, and politically. 
Members would defend and take the other side. Frederick A. 
Fenning had been in charge of Republican affairs here in Wash
ington. During this speech Members defended both White and 
Fenning. Even my good friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
UNDERHILL] had to chide me, as follows: 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Should not the gentleman be a little more temperate 
in his accusation against the commissioner, who might be accused of 
moral turpitude in such a case as this, and not use the words he has 
used on the floor of the House when he accused him of being a robber, 
but when, as a matter of fact, he is simply following the procedure of 
the court? You understand, of course, I am not approving of his good 
tas te in taking these cases, because I would not want to do it myself, 
and I do not think the gentleman from Texas would want to do it, but 
I do not think any man ought to stand on the :floor of the House and 
accuse another man who has no opportunity to reply to him, as the 
gentleman from Texas bas accused the commissioner this afternoon. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. I never make any charges until I am sure of my 
ground, and only when it is my duty to do so. These bad conditions 
will never be r emedied until they are made known to yQU colleagues, 
who have not had time to investigate them. I was one of the first 
Congressmen to protest against the unlawful acts of former Director 
Charles R. Forbes, who yesterday was admitted to the penitentiary in 
Atlanta. And I see other colleagues here who likewise protested against 
his unlawful acts. And if some of us had not done so, and if the coun
try had not become n.roused, he might still be in charge of the United 
States Veterans' Bureau. Ye~ when I first made charges against him, 
I was accused of ~andering him unjustly. 

I gave the number and style of over 100 cases certified by 
the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 
wherein Commissioner Fenning had had himself appointed 
guardian for veterans and was getting 10 per cent of their 
estates. And I closed my speech as follows : 

I am going to introduce a resolution to appoint a joint committee of 
the .IIouse and Senate to go out there and clean that institution up, 
and I hope I will be able to get it o.ut of the committee and have it 
passed. [Applause.] 

You will note that I got applause from the membership when 
I promised to introduce the resolution. I will show you shortly 
how that resolution was pigeonholed by the committee for 
weeks ~nd I could get action only by impeaching Commissioner 
Fenning. 

REMOVAL OF COMMISSIO')iER OF INSURANCII 
And then the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDER

HILL] took the :floor and ctiticized me for being so sever·e, and 
mentioned that I had brought before public gaze the personal 
habits of the former commissioner of insurance, whose removal 
from office I had forced because of improper conduct, and the 
following colloquy occurred : 

Mr. BLANTON. The remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
make it necessary for me to answer him. The insurance commissioner 
he mentions brought a bill before our committee, which for months he 
tried to pass, that had in it a provision which allowed him to appoint 
as many auditors as he wanted, without any limitation in number, and 
pay them $75 a day. He had another provision in the bill that he 
should be allowed an incidental expense account, and be permitted to 
spend out of the appropriation incidental expenses not less than $3,000 
a year-" not less than $3,000." That was the most remarkable pro
vision I ever saw in a bill. I have always known of expense accounts 
of not more than such a sum, but this was " not less than $3,000 a 
year." It gave him the blue sky as a limit in incidental expenditures. 
The foregoing are illustrative of many other wasteful and improper 
provisions in said bill. That made me suspicious -of him, and I began 
to check up his department. The committee favorably reported his bill 
for passage over my objection. I had to do something to stop it. I 
brought the affidavits and statements of company after company show
ing that he had collected from them several hundred dollars each, 
unlawfully, company after company, if you please, which large sums of 
money he spent himself. That is the kind of evidence I produced 
against him in my minority report against his bill. I showed there was 
one poor colored company down here that he went to and forced them 
to make him two large loans of money under threat of taking theil." 
permits away from them. And I produced various other items in evi
dence against him. And, listen, my report killed his bill, and the next 
day after I filed my report with the commissioners they put him out of 
office, . and the gentleman from Massachusetts criticizes me for having 
an improper official put out of office. 
· Mr. UNDERHILL. That is not a fact, and I deny it. 

Mr. BLANTON. That was )"our criticism, and I leave it to my 
colleagues. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. My objection was to bringing in his private char
acter and private life. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentlema; from Mas achusetts is 
a valuable Member in this House; he is a splendid gentleman and I 
think the world and all of him ; he ls my friend, and he knows I 
<lid my duty in that insurance case; I kept that bill from passing, and 
it has never been passed to this good day. [Applause.] 

MI-. UNDERHILL. The gentleman wants the RECORD correct. 
The CH.Am.YAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from 

Massachusetts? 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman because he is a splendid gen

tleman and· is one of the most valuable men in this House. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman said I objected to the evidence which 

he presented with regard to the action of this man, but I nevel' ob
jected, and I never would object, but I did object to bringing his 
private and family life into the discussion when it was not nece~sary. 

~lr. BLANTON. Oh, when he was an immoral man and his whole life 
was one of immorality . I had to make out my case so as to get the 
commissioners to put him out of office. When I try a case I try it 
for all there is in it. I do not introduce some of the evidence and 
a pologize for not introducing all of it. I introduce it all before the 
jury and let the jury pass on it. And I forced the commissioners to 
fire him. But the gentleman and 1 are now working on a good insur
ance bill. We are going to bring in one that ought to pass, and the 
gentleman has been doing some good work on it, for which I con
gratulate him. We are working together shoulder to shoulder on the 
committee, and we think alike on most questions. 

Promptly the next day, March 23, 1926, I introduced in the 
House Concunent Resolution No. 16, which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules, being the following: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate of the UTI!ited 
States concurring), That there is hereby appointed a special joint 
committee of 10 members, 5 of whom are, by the Speaker of the 
House, to be selected from the House Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and the remaining 5 are, by the President of the Senate, 
to be selected from the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia., 
such joint committee to have authol1ty to sit during recess and after 
the adjournment of Congress. 

SEC. 2. Said joint committee shall have power and authority to sum
mon, swear, and interrogate witnesses, to require the production of 
papers, books, records, and documentary evidence concerning the institu~ 
tions authorized to be investigated. 

SEC. 3. Said joint committee shall investigate Gallinger Municipal 
Hospital, the house of detention, St. Elizabeths Hospital, the juvenile 
court, the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, the National 
Training School for Boys, the National Training School for Girls, and 
the custom and practice of committing persons alleged to be of unsound 
mind to insane asylums pursued by the Metropolitan police department, 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the War Department, 
the Navy Department, and the Department of Justice. Said joint com
mittee shall report its findings to Congress at the earliest date 

. practicable. 
RULES COlBHTTEE WOULD NOT ACT 

Several times I went to the distinguished gentleman f1·om 
New York [Mr. SNELL], chairman of the Committee on RuleR, 
and urged him to grant me a hearing on my resolution. This 
he refused. I pleaded with him to report my resolution, so that 
the House could pass on whether or not a committee should be 
appointed to investigate Doctor White and Frederick Fenuiug, 
but he promised nothing. I went to several members of the 
committee, but could get no action. 

WASHINGTON NEWSPAPERS FROWNED ON INVESTIGATION 

Shortly after the House of Representatives met on March 2U, 
1926, I took the :floor and called attention to the following: 

I have now pending before the Committee on Rules a concuneut 
resolution providing for the appointment of a joint committee of the 
House and Senate to investigate this business conducted on the side uy 
Commissioner Fenning and to ascertain just how much money be is 
making off of these wards of the Government, and just how many he 
is keeping their own loved ones from administering their affairs, anu t o 
report on same back to Congress. 

To my great surprise, on Thursday, March 25, 1926, I saw in the 
Washington Star on its front page the following: 

"Feruiing practice 0. K'd by Coolidge; precedents cited. Presiuent 
knew of private business and saw no bar to continuation. Lawyers in 
Congress given as examples. By J. Russell Young." 

The above are headlines. And from the body of the article I quot e 
the following excerpts : 

"When President Coolidge appointed Frederick A. Fenning to succeeu 
Captain Oyster as Commissioner of the District he was fully aware 
of the nature of Mr. Fenning's law practice and had no objection to 
his continuin& it. 
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"As is bls custom in making appointments of a more or less im

portant nature, President Coolidge went very - thoroughly into Mr. 
Fenning's record and the nature of his practice in this city. 

" From an unquestionable source it was made known to tbe writer 
that Mr. Fenning, while answering the President's questions about 
himself, very frankly told him of hls handling the so-called lunacy 
case~. and that the latter agreed to accept tbe appointment with the 
understan<ling that be would continue this work. The President was 
represented as having no objection. 

"At the time Mr. F enning's appointment was made public be issued a 
public statement, in which he said, with other things, tbat he intended 
to continue his law office in the Evan.s Building. 

•• PIIIVATN BGSINESS NOT BANNED 

"Although President Coolidge is represented as not being in the least 
disturbed by tbe present fight directed against Commissioner FenDing 
by Members of Cong1·ess because of his being the legal guardian of a 
number of mentally incompetent World War veterans, those who know 
him well feel very certain that he will support the commissioner if 
developments make it neces ary. 

" White House authorities can not see where the law has been vio
lated or where Commissioner Fenning bas acted with any impropriety 
by continuing his legal work. 

" It is claimed also that a Commissioner of the District of Columbia 
ha s just as much right to give attention to his private law practice 
while in office as liave Members of Congress who are lawyers. In this 
connection it is stated that one Member of Congress who intends to 
make a speech very shortly in defense of Commissioner Feiining will 
call attention to the fact that there are more than 170 Members of 
Congress who make frequent trips back to their home towns to try law 
cases." 

NEWSPAPER THBFJAT TO EXPOSE CONGRESSMEN 

You will note that said paper threatened that if the fight 
against Commissioner Fenning was continued a Congressman 
would take the :Ooor in his defense and give the names of 170 
Congressmen whorri it claimed engaged in private law practice 
at home. I then answered same as follows : 

Surely the President of the United States would not take the position 
that all of the acts of Commissioner Fenning are ethical and. proper. 
And ·urely the President would not stand in the way of a proper in
vestigation of St. Elizalleths Hospital, wherein the recent grand jury 
of the District of Columbia intimated that there were many persons 
held there who are of sound mind, and when such grand jury recom
mends that Congress investigate it. 

Since I have been in Congress I have refrained from practicing law 
and have refrained from connecting myself with any law firm, but I 
have given all of my time to the Government. I could make fully 
$10,000 per year in the law practice, but I do no Jaw practice what
ever. The duties of my office require all of my time both when Con
gress i in session and in vacation, and I give all of my time to the 
people. 

I would hardly mention such a newspaper report intimating a wrong 
position taken by the President were it not tor the fact that again, on 
last Saturday, March 27, 1926, there appeared a second article in tbe 
Washi.l1gton Star, from which I quote the following excerpts : 

" Fenning's course known to chief-Law practice might be continued, 
President told appointee. By J. Russell Young." 

The above are headlines. I now quote from the body of tbe article 
the following excerpts : 

"The White House has let it be known officially that the President 
bad no objection to Frederick A. Fcnning continuin"g his legal work 
when he appointed the latter to the Board of Disb·ict Commissioners. 

" The President's attitude was made known at the biweekly confer
ence of the President and the newspaper correspondents at the White 
House late yesterday afternoon in answer to a question as to the 
President's attitude toward the fight being ·made on Commissioner 
Fenning by several Members of the House, and if be knew of tbe nature 
of l\Ir. Fenning's law practice and approved his continuing it. 

"In making this known officially at the White House the President"s 
spokesman pointed out that President Coolidge had no personal objec
tion to Mr. Penning continuing his private work." 

TRIED TO SHIELD PIUJSIDENT .AND HIS PARTY 

I then tried to shield President Coolidge and his Republican 
Party from the inferencE:'S to be drawn from the above, for I 
then said : 

I do not believe the President of the United States authorized the 
above statement. I do not believe that such will be the attitude ot 
the steering committee of the Republican Party on this floor and in 
this Congress. I do not believe that such resolution of inquiry will be 
blocked. I have waited since Saturday for the Republicans of this 
House to deny the foregoing, and I am disappointed that they have 
not yet denied it. 

I know that Commissioner Frederick A. Fenning is a prominent 
Republican, and that be filled an impo~·tant position in the local 

Republican headquarters in Washington during the last campaign, 
and that his close political and personal friend, Mr. Edward F. Colla
day, is reputed to be the Republican national committeeman of the 
District of Columbia, and we know that Mr. Colladay bas been 
putting in his time here in this Capitol, in the House Office Building, 
and in the Senate Office Building attempting to block an Investigation 
of Commissioner Fenning and attempting to create sentiment to pro
tect bim. 

But I have too much respect for the President of the United States 
and for the steering commjttee of the Republican Party here In Con
gress to believe that they would protect Commissioner Fenning and 
prevent an investigation into his business and tbe just rights of these 
many wards of this Government. 

And I feel sure that the Committee on Rules will promptly report my 
concurrent resolution and allow this investigation to be made. I will 
guarantee that I will show them numerous cases where Commissioner 
Fenning has made large sums of money out of the estates of these 
helpless wards of the Government. 

Commissioner Fenning is appointed to his office by the President of 
the United States. Such appointment is " by and with the consent of 
tbe Senate," and bas to be confirmed by the Senate of the United 
States. Tbis Government pays part of his salary. The District of 
Columbia is the seat of the Govru:nment of the United States. 

Section 5498, page 1065, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States provides: 

" Every officer of the United States, or perso·n holding any place of 
trust or profit, or discharging any otllaial function under, or in con
nection with, any executive department of the Government of the 
United States, or under the Senate or House of Representatives of the 
United States, who acts as an agent or attorney for prosecuting any 
claim against tbe United States, or in any manner, or by any means, 
otherwise than in discharge of bis proper official duties, aids or 
assists in the prosecution or support of any such claim, or receives any 
gratuity or any share of or interest in any claim from any claimant 
against the United States, with intent to aid or assist, or in considera
tion of having aided or assisted, in the prosecution of such claim, 
shall pay a fine of not more than $5,000 or suffer imprisonment not 
more than one year, or both." 

Now I shall be able to show that out of claims against the Veterans' 
Bureau, against the Navy Department, and against the War Depart
ment, for wards of this Government, Commissioner Frederick A. Fen
Ding has received for himself 10 per cent of their estates and of their 
incomes, and that the aggregate of such amounts totals an enormous 
sum of money. 

I am sure that neither the President of the United States nor the 
Republican steering committee of this House would approve any 
policy that would incite a violation of the above law. 

Your Committee on Rules ought to report the resolution to have an 
investigation. 

URGI~G OTHER COMMIT'l'EES TO INVESTIGATE 

I was not depending altogetller upon the Committee on 
Rules. I was urging the Committee on the District of Colum
bia to investigate. I was urging the Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation to in'"estigate. I was exhausting every 
possible parliamentary means to secure a proper investigation. 

AN UP-HILL FIGHT 

To keep the matter from being pigeonholed it was necessary 
to fight every inch of the way. Being unable to get any satis
faction from the committees, I took the :Ooor as soon as the 
House met on April 1, 1926, when the following occurred: 

LE.A VE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. BLAXTO~ . .Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on next 
Monday, after the disposition of the business on the Speaker's table, 
I may proceed for 30 minutes on tbe condition of veterans in St. 
Elizabeths Hospital. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent 
that on next Monday, after the reading of the Journal and the dispo
sition of business on the Speaker's table, he may be permitted to 
address the House for 30 minutes, to speak on St. Elizabeths Hospital. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. TtLso~. Reserving the right to object, the gentleman realizes 
that that is Consent Calendar day and that tbe calendar is rather 
crowded. 

Mr. BLANTO~. When the gentleman hears wbat I have to tell him 
he will not object. This is an important matter. The rights of vet
erans of all the wars, the World War, and the Spanish War, and the 
Civil War, and wars back to the Mexican War are there, and tbe in
formation I shall furnish is first-hand information. 

Mr. '.riLSON. Why does the gentleman select a Consent Calendar day? 
Mr. BLANTON. I will help get through the busine s on that day. My 

colleague ln10ws that I will help to get the business through. 
Mr. CULLEN. Reserving the right to object, _ Mr. Speaker, may I ask 

the majority leader it we are going- to have Monday for Consent Cal
endar dayl 
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Mr. TILSO~. That is what we wish to do. The gentleman is right. 

There are very important bills on that calendar, and they ought to 
be cleaned np. 

Mr. BLAN'l'ON . .And I will help to clean them up. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I would like 

to ask the gentleman from Texas if this is the Fennlng affair? 
Mr. BLANTON. lie is connected with a few of those cases. 
Mr. BIIBGER. If this is the Fenning affair, I believe it ought to be 

threshed out by a committee and investigated by a committee. 
Mr. RoBsiON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I object 
Mr. BERGER. I object, too. 

But I' didn't let that stop me, I tried, tried, again. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, may I prefer another unanimous-con

sent request? I ask unanimous consent that on Thursday next week, 
after the disposition of the business on the Speaker's table, I may 
proceed for 30 minutes in discussing the rights which are denied vet
erans of every war who are incarcerated in St. Elizabeths Hospital, 
some of whom are of sound mind. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas submits the same request, 
substituting Thursday for Monday. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I objected a little while ago because of Consent Calendar day. 

Mr. BLANTO!'I. That is the reason why I renewed my request for 
Thursday instead of Monday. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I do not now object. 
1\fr. DYEII. R.eserving the right to object. Mr. Speaker, I would like 

to ask the majority leader if it iB his intention, so far as he knows, 
to arrange for the investigation of this matter concerning which the 
gentleman from Texas desires to speak. If there is going to be an 
inquiry by a committee, with full authority to take testimony 1n this 
matter and some other matters concerning which complaints have been 
made affecting one of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
in connection with ex-soldiers of unsound mind, then in my judgment 
these matters could be better inquired into by an impartial committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will state to the gentleman from Missouri that my 
informati~n, to which I have devoted much of my time, will be for 
the benefit of the House and the Committee on Rules in the hope of 
helping tllem to get a proper committee of investigation. The Com· 
mittee on the District of Columbia has no power or authority at all 
either to summon witnesses or to compel them to testify, and it is my 
hope to put such facts before my colleagues as will warrant the 
appointment of such a committee. If the gentleman knew about these 
facts, I am sure be would not object, because there are some men 
from the State of Missouri who are now at St. Elizabeth.s. 

I have some evidence as to a man who has been there for a number 
of years, and I hope the gentleman will permit me to place this in
formation before my colleagues. 

Mr. DYER. I have no complaint to make about the gentleman's re
quest, but there are two sides to all these questions, and I think every
body should have a chance to present their side. 

Mr. CHnmBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether the 
gentleman from Texas has conferred with the majority leader. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that I 
spoke to him and told him I was going to ask for this time. 

The SPJDAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

l\lr. DYER. I would like to have an answer to the question I asked 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. TILSON]. 

Mr. TILSO~. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that I have 
made no promise in that regard. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the only thing is this: I believe we are 
entitled to have a hearing of all sides. Those who are complained of 
if the District, or wherever they may be, ought to have a chance to 
be heard. 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me say to the gentleman from 1\llssourl that I 
have a resolution now pending before the Rules Committee--and it has 
been there for a week-asking for a committee to investigate this 
Fenning matter. I have been to the chairman of the Rules Com
mittee and urged him to vote it out, and I have been to other members 
of the Rules Committee. Now, surely the gentleman from Missouri 
wi1l not deprive a Member of Congress from placing information that 
be has concerning poor soldiers of all the wars before this House? 

Mr. DYER. I am not complaining, but I um trying to get the coop
eration of the Republican leader and others in the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. The Republican leader is cooperating all right, and 
I think I am going to give some facts which will warrant the voting 
out of this resolution. 

Mr. DYER. I think both sides should be heard in a matter of this 
kind. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
PLACED IKDISPUTABLII FACTS BEFORII CONGR&SS 

As soon as the House met Qn Aprjl S. 1926, the fQllowing 
~curred: 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the Chair recognizes 
tbe gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLA•-TON] for 30 minutes. [Applnuse.] 

COMMISSIONER FREDE.RICK A. ll'ENNING 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, about two 
months ago, when I began my investigation of St. Elizabeths Tiospital 
and the connection which li redertck A. Fenning, Commissioner of the 
District of Columbia, has with the guardianship and estates of nu
merous veterans of various wars, I knew I was making myself un
popular with certaln prominent citlzens of the District who u e Com
missioner FenDing in their business. Sinct: that time I have received 
three notices that if I pressed this matter against Commis ioner 
Fenning and if I did not hold up, not only would I be ruined but my 
many friends who are faithful employees of certain departments of 
government in Washington would likewise be punished. 

I realize that Commissioner l!,enning is now a prominent citizen 
here. I realize the prominence of his political friends. I know the 
tremendous influence and power of the " Big Six" behind him, and 
when I say the "Big Six" tbat has no reference to Congress; it is, 
as you know, in the city. 

I am ah·eady beginning to feel their influence. My punishm-ent bas 
already begun. Until I began this investigation for the last three 
years without an exception at every monthly meeting of tbe chamber 
of commerce and monthly banquet in Washington I have received a 
guest invitation, but since I have begun my investigation those invita
tions have stopped. [Laughter and applause.] 

A month ago I was invited as an honor guest to the firemen's ban
quet held fast night. All of the 800 firemen here felt kindly toward 
me and are my friends. · I had introduced. fought for, and helped to 
pass both through the committee and the Congress a bill which gave 
them a day off each week in lieu of Sunday, something they had 
never had before. They were very grateful I was therefore invited 
as an honor guest to their banquet last night. I appreciated the 
invitation as a great honor from these brave men. Yesterday the 
firemen's president and a distinguished editor of a Washington paper 
called me out in the hall and very regretfully told me that at that 
banquet I would be persona non grata to Commissioner FenDing. 
I did not go, because I knew that the job and welfare of each and all 
of those 800 worthy men were in the hands of Commissioner Fenning, 
who could ruin any of them by a mere stroke of the pen. 

For a month I have been invited to the big banquet to-night-the 
real-estate banquet in Washlngton. I have received notice from one 
of my realtor friends that my presence there would be persona non 
grata to Commissioner Fenning, who is also to be there. llence I 
shall not go to-night. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman can live very well with-
out going to these banquets, can he not? · 

Mr. BLANTON. I will do my very boot to survive it. I want to say 
tbat during the three years, at every monthly banquet of the chamber 
of commerce, I have only remained three times for their supper. Do 
you know why I went? I am your acting minority leader on the Dis· 
ttict Committee. You have the right to expect from me definite, concise 
information about every piece of District legislation that comes on the 
floor of the House, and I have gone down there simply as a matter of 
duty. When I ought to have been at home many times I have gone 
there to gather information, and when the business meeting would 
break up I would go home or go back to work at my office. I did not 
stay to the feasts they gave except on three occasions. 

I also introduced a bill, got it through the committee, and helped to 
pass it through Congress into law, giving the policemen of this city, 
l ,200 of them, a p.ay off in lieu of Sunday, something they had never 
had before. Naturally they are my friends and feel kindly toward me. 
I have always been invited to their banquets. They are to give an 
unusually big one at the Mayflower Hotel on the 15th of this month. 
Mr. Fenning is to be their honor guest and principal speaker, and I 
have not been invited. [Laughter.] My punishment has begun. [Laugh- _ 
ter.] Verily, this commissioner has much power and influence, for by the 
stroke of a pen he could ruin any one of these 1,200 brave policemen. 

Mr. SuMMERS of Washington. The gentleman seems to be surviving 
very well. 

Mr. BLANTON, But this is just the beginning of my punishment. 
They say I am to be ruined. 

I want to read you the main editorial in the Washington Post this 
morning: 

POST EDITOR PROTECTS COMMISSIONER FENNING 

The initial editorial, which is always the one deemed most important 
editorially, appearing in the Washington Post this morning was inspired 
by its multimillionaire editor, who, bad be lived in Nero's time, would 
have harmlessly fiddled while Rome burned. He says: 

" The House Rules Committee has before it several resolutions pro
viding for 'investigations' of District officials and institutions, all of 
which it can well afford to throw in the wastebasket. 

"One of the resolutions proposes to investigate the legal practice of 
Commissioner FenDing. The President, in inquiring into Mr. Fenning's 
qualifications before appointing him commissioner, found nothing ob· 

. jectionable in the maintenance of this private law practice. 
· "Mr. Fenning is entitled to public tha~ for rendering his service." 
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ANYBODY WOULD SUIT HIM, IF OF THE RIGHT KIN'D 

I am reliably informed by one of the most prominent Republicans 
in Washington that when the u Big Six" went to this millionaire editor 
and advised that they were thinking of bavi.I1g the President appoint 
Frederick A. Fenning to succeed Mr. Oyster as commissioner, and asked 
whether he had any objection, that he replied: "Oh, a negro would suit 
me, if be is the kind we want." So Commissioner Fenning being the 
kind the " Big Six" and the millionaire editor wanted, what does he 
care how many veterans of wars Fenning exploits or bow many sane, 
helpless women Fenning keeps stored away in insane asylums while he 
robs them? 

REJOICES IN AFFRONT GIVEN ME 

And on his second page he tells of the annual banquet of the firemen 
last night, and in large headlines says, " Fenning gives talk-BLANTON 
not present," and then, under a large subheading, " BLANTON does not 
attend," he says: 

" Representative THOMAS L. BLANTOY, of Texas, failed to attend. 
Whether it was because of the presence of Commissioner Fenning, whom 
he has been attacking in Congress, could not be ascertained. 

" E. F. Colladay (national-Republican committeeman) predicted that 
the bill providing free uniforms would go through." 

Was not that funny? And was not it funny that National Republican 
Committeeman Edward F. Colladay should all of a sudden decide to 
attend a banquet with Commissioner Fenning, whom be has been de
fending against my charges and whom he has been trying to protect 
by trying to keep my resolution from passing to investigate Fennlng? 
It was funny indeed that the most interesting thing he could think of 
to say to these brave fire fighters of Washington was that my "bill 
to give them free uniforms would go through." Because it is my -bill, 
and I got it through the committee, and got it passed by the Honse 
about two months ago, and it is now in the Senate. But I must get to 

. my subject. 
AN UNHOLY INTERLOCKING DIRECTORATE 

Then I showed facts that should have spurred Congress to 
immediate action. I showed that 25 years ago Frederick A. 
Fenning was an employee of the Government in the United 
States Pension Agency; that all payments of pensions to fiduci
aries, guardians, committees, and conservators for patients in 
St. Elizabeths were made through Fenning; that he secm·ed a 
license to practice law, resigned his Government position, at 
which time he was receiving $1,200 per annum, and that in 1903 
he made arrangements with Dr. William A. White to recommend 
him for appointment as guardian or committee for all persons 
in St. Elizabeths who had estates or incomes from the Govern
ment; and that Doctor White had done that for 23 years; that 
for the past 23 years Dr. J. Ramsay Nevitt, Fenning's brother
in-law, has been coroner for the District of Columbia and had 
protected Doctor White concerning patients who had met un
timely deaths in St. Elizabeths; that for years Fenning had 
been a director of and attorney for the Gawler undertakers. 

CONGRESSIONAL HEARING 20 YEARS AGO 

I showed that 20 years ago Dr. William A. White and St. 
Elizabeths were investigated by a congressional committee, and 
I produced the printed report of the sworn testimony given at 
such hearing in 1906, during which said Fenning testified under 
oath that he was then-in 1906-committee of 65 lunatics, 1 
habitual drunkard, and 7 minors; that he had gotten Doctor 
White to recommend him and the court to appoint him ; that 
he had induced the court to allow a fee of $10 each to two doc
tors in each case, payable out of the estate, for signing the affi
davits of insanity, and that he had paid such fees to Doctor 
Nevitt, his brother-in-law, and a doctor in St. Elizabeths; and 
in one case he got the court to allow them $25 each. 

UNDERTAKER GAWLER'S TESTIMONY IN 1906 

The CHAIRMAN. What is your business, Mr. Gawler? 
Mr. GAWLER. Undertaker. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you frequently receive bodies from St. Elizabeths? 
Mr. GAWLER. Very frequently; yes, sir. 
Mr. WALLACE. How many do you get over there a year? 
Mr. GA WLER. We get, I should say, about 45 or 50. 

CORONER'S VERDICT NOT IN ACCORD WITH FACTS 

From the 1906 hearings I quoted the following testimony to 
show that Fenning's brother-in-law, Coroner Nevitt, protected 
Doctor White in his certificates: 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you know about the ~rge Brown case? 
Doctor WHITE. The scald case? 
The CHAIRMAN. Brown. 
Doctor WHITE. Yes; a man who was scalded. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Doctor WHITE. I don't know that I can say anything about that, s1r. 

except t hat I know the man was scalded. 

• • • • • • 

M'r. HAY. What was the charge about this man Brown'! 
Doctor NEVITT. The charge was that he did not die from the cause 

of death as recorded in the death certificate, but that he died from an 
injury. 

Mr. SMYSER. Have you seen strait-jackets in use out there? 
Doctor NEVITT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SMYSER. How frequently? 
Doctor NEVITT. I have seen them on two occasions. 

1906 EVIDENCE AGAINST WHITJll AND li'ENNING 

From the printed hearings of the 1906 investigation I quoted 
the following sworn testimony : 

Judge A. W. Thomas under oath testified: 
"My name is A. W. Thomas. I am a member of the District bar, 

and practice here in Washington. I have had several habeas corpus 
cases in bringing inmates before the courts. Among those are the 
cases of l\Ir. Logue and the Corbetts. I found that Mr. Frederick A. 
Fenning, a member of the law firm of Coldren & Fenning, practicing 
attorneys, was committee. So I examined the records of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, and I found that from September 
8, 1904, to November 25, 1905, Mr. Frederick A. Fenning bad been 
appointed committee in 62 cases by the court; that fully three-fourths 
of those cases were cases of old sold-iers. The old soldiers, in the 
great majority of tbo:;e cases-in nearly all, in fact-were pensioners, 
and I examined to see how it was that he had so many of those cases. 
I found that in nearly all of those three-fourths of the 62 cases he 
was appointed the committee of the soldier upon the petition of the 
superintendent, Dr. William A. White, who recommended and suggested 
his appointment. I found that the petition of Super.intendent White 
was drawn on the letterhead and on the legal-cap paper and other paper 
of the law firm of Coldren & Fenning. I found that the records 
showed that the law firm of Coldren & FenDing represented the 
petitioner, W. A. White, in the proceedings. I found that in looking 
over the papera that Mr. Coldren, the law partner of Mr. Fenning, 
was charging and was allowed a fee for drawing these petitions of 
$10, $15, $20, and in some cases $30. The drawing of the petition 
was a mere trivial matter. Any attorney could draw that very 
readily. I found that when the petition was sent to the court it was 
usually accompanied by the affidavit of two of the practicing physicians 
under salary at the asylum. For that, in many cases in whlch settle
ment has been made of the case by Mr. FenDing, they have received a 
fee of $10 or more. It occurred to me that the interest of Mr. Fen
n.ing in these cases was not that of a mere indifferent person. 

"In the Logue case Mr. FenDing's attitude bas not been one such as 
an ordinary committeeman would show. He placed every obstacle and 
delay be could to investigating the man's sanity. When Mr. Logue 
was brought into court Mr. Fenning opposed it and wanted a con
tinuance. He got a continuance and then still another continuance. 
Then when he was finally discharged I demanded final account of Mr. 
Fenning, so that Mr. Logue could have his money. Mr. Fenning de
murred and said that be should have 30 days. But I sajd, "This man 
has no money; in 30 days he will starve." · So the matter went over, 
and in several weeks we got it up. Judge Statrord said to Mr. Fen
Ding: 'This money belongs to this man ; be is entitled to it; and I 
order you to pay down $200 cash now to him, and then you can deter
mine the rest.' As to the rest of that money, six months have gone 
by and delays have been put in the way. We have brought proceedings 
to recover the money, and Mr. Fenning has questioned the law, and 
the man has not got his money yet, and I do not know that he w;ill 
ever get it. / 

" Superintendent White finally wrote that he had no objection to Mr. 
Logu~·s release, but we said that he must be r eleased as sane. When 
the time came for the trial Superintendent White signed the certificate 
of sanity. lie had been there nea.rly six years, and there never was 
anything the matter with him, except that when he went there h e had 
been treated for alcoholism. He had been perfectly sane ever since. 

The same course was pursued in the Corbett case. Those ladies were 
taken to the asylum without any warning. Their goods were sold (by 
Mr. Fenuing) without any warning. A valuable painting, valued at 
about $1,200, was sold for almost nothing. 

"Mr. SMYSER. Do you think, Mr. Thomas, that there is collusion be
tween Doctor White and Mr. Fenning? 

"Mr. THOMAS. I would have no right to express a criticism of t ha t 
kind, but I would think that it is exceedingly fortunate for Mr. Fen
Ding that Doctor White recognizes him In that way. Ot h er wise he 
would hardly be appointed to so many cases. Probably one-half of all 
the committee cases in the record show the name of Freder ick .\.. 
Fenning. 

"Mr. SMYSER. Do you think there is anything sinister in i t ? 
"Mr. THOMAS. I would not feel that it was proper for me to say 

anything other than that it is very fortunate for Mr. Fenning tha t it is 
done. Certainly it must be done not by mere accident, because the~e 
petitions are brought by Coldren & Fenning as attorneys for the super
Jntendent. It must have been done by the consent or agl'eement or 
knowledge of the superintendent. He signs these things. 
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" Mr. SMYSER. Can you suggest any reason why Doctor White should 

be interested in naming the committee? 
"Mr. THOYAS. I do not think be would have any proper reason to 

recommend anybody." 
IrE~-NlNGJS ADMISSIONS IN 1906 HEARINGS 

Frederick A. Fenning testified under oath in the 1906 hear
ings. From same I then quoted the following admissions : 

Mr. HAY. As I understund it, you went into this business on your 
own account. You saw that there was a field here, as you say, and 
you thought that it would be a good field, and you have continued in 
that line--

l\Ir. FE~NING. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HAY. And you have continued not only to solicit these cases 

from the Government Hospital for the Insane but from others. 
Mr. FE:'i'!H.NG. From every institution and from all the attorneys I 

could reach ; from anybody who was connected in any way with a case 
requiring the services of a fiduciary. 

Mr. HAY. 1\fr. Fenning, some criticism bas been made by some of 
the e gentlemen of the fact that you have in some ca.ses in which you 
were guardian paid a fee to Mr. Coldren, your law partner. 

:\Ir. FEN11.1NG. In cases in which Mr. Coldren appears as attorney, 
he appears as attorney for the case. The practice is to have an attor
ney in each case. If I am appointed committee in a case and no 
attorney handles the case-if I handle the case myself-then I am 
pntitled to unde1· our practice and the auditor will allo.w me-addi
tional compensation for what I have done. He will add to what would 
otherwise be the commission a sUID equal to what I would have paid 
to other counsel. 

Mr. SMYSER. He whips the devil around the other way. 
Mr. FE:'<:-I'ING. Is that what you calJ it in Ohio? 
l\Ir. SYYSER. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. HAY. I think the point of criticism was not as to the fact of 

the employment of counsel but the fact that Mr. Coldren was your law 
partner. 

Mr. FENNI:'i'G. I can not see how that would enter into it, Mr. Hay, 
or bow that could be criticized, for, as I have just stated, if I did 
the work myself I would get additional compensation for it. I do not 
think it looks very well on the face of it to have an attorney who 
h::Uldles the case also act as committee. I think if you can bring in a 
disinterested man, as an attorney usually is, and have him act as 
counsel in the case, it shows better on the record. It does not have a 
cut-and-dried appearance, as you might say. 

The CHAIBM..L"'i. Does not that same condition of affail's obtain where 
a man's partner acts for him 'i I meun, does it not have the same cut
and-dried appearance? 

Mr. F'ENNING. I can not see the difference, Mr. Chairman, between 
M1·. Coldren acting as counsel in a case in which I am committee and 
Mr. Larner, the general counsel ol the Washington Loan & Trust Co., 
acting as counsel in a case in which the Washington Loan & Trust Co. 
is committee. 

Mr. HAY. In other words, you do not share these fees with Mr. 
Coldren, do you? 

Mr. FENNING. Mr. Coldren gets the counsel fee and I get the com
mis ion. 

Mr. HAY. But do you not share with Mr. Coldren any of the counsel 
fees? 

Mr. FENNING. It all goes to Wm as counsel, and all the eommJssion 
comes to me as the committee. 

Suppose the interrogation had stopped there? Fenning might 
then have misled somebody by his purposed evasion. But he 
was pinned down in 1906 by the following cross-examination : 

Mr. SMYSER. Do you divide up? Do you throw it into hodgepodge 
and then divide? 

Mr. FENNING. Mr. Coldren and I have a general partnership. 
Mr. SMYSER. These fees that he gets in these cases, are they divided 

with you? 
Mr. FENNING . .All professional business done by either member of the 

firm is considered as firm business-yes, sir. 
Mr. HAY. In whatever way it comes in? 
Mr. FENNING. Yes; the professional time of each member of the firm 

belongs to the firm. 
Mr. · SMYSER. Do you yoursell feel that you have transgressed the 

ethics of the profession? 
Mr. FENNING. No, sir; I do not. I have been criticized by one or 

two members of the Medico-Legal Society in this proceeding, and it 
has been said that I have appeared in court and have endeavored to 
oppose habeas corpus proceedings and have thrown obstacles in the 
way of persons getting out of the hospital. I am frank to admit that 
in the Corbett ease-l am the committee of Mrs. Corbett-! went into 
the court when the habeas corpus proceedings was about to be beard 
and told the judge that as committee of Mrs. Corbett I had looked 
carefully into the case since she had filed her petition for a writ of 
habeas corpus, and my opinion was that the best interests of Mrs. 
Corbett demanded that she remain where she was. and that that being 

the case I was going to appear with the district attorney in opposition 
to the issuance of the writ. 

CRUELTY TO TWO HELPLESS WOMEN 

Within a short time after Fenning testified in 1906, a promi
nent attorney in Washington with a writ of habeas corpm 
forced Doctor White and Fenning to bring these two women 
before the court, where upon trial they were adjudged to be 
sane and released, and for the past 20 years Miss Corbett has 
been an honored, respected, efficient employee here in Wash
ington. Here is her affidavit I then read to Congress: 

I, Miss Cornelia L. Corbett, being duly sworn, upon my oath , state : 
After my father's death, his estate consisting of at least $75,000 was 
handled by dishonest executors; my mother and I were living in 
Ecldngton, then a suburb of Washington, on June 11, 1904, the execu
tors having forced the sale of our former home on M Street NW.; 
there had never been any impairment of my mother's mind, or of my 
own, of any kind whatever ; without any warning whatever on the 
afternoon of June 11, 1904 my mother and I we1·e placed in the patrol 
wagon and forcibly carried to St. Elizab~ths, just as detailed in my 
testimony which I gave before the congressional committee, when I 
testified at the hearing on May 7, 1906; in the corps of officers sent 
for us, one was a large negro policeman ; in our first application of 
habeas corpus Mr. Frederick A. Fenning prevented our having any 
witnesses, and be caused the court not to release us, but to remand 
us back to St. Eli~abeths without a proper hearing, and he did every
thing within his power to obstruct our efforts to get out , and to keep 
us there; the cruel shock and humiliation nearly killed my mother; 
no one wiD ever know just how much we both suffered there; Mr. 
FenDing practically gave away all of our household effects, the accu
mulation of a lifetime; be sold all of same for about $i>OO, out of 
which my mother received only $20 in cash, and had a dentist bill . 
of $25 paid; and I received nothing; after the said hearing in May, 
1906, Hon. Robert H. McNeill, an attorney of Washington, had granted 
a writ of habeas corpus, and through trial in court had us both 
declared sane an,d of sound mind, and by order of court discharged 
from St. E1izabeths, where for two years and four months Mr. Fred
erick A. Fenning bad kept us incarcerated behind bars; I then brought 
suit against Mr. Fenning for my part of the effects he had sold, and 
the bill of particulars attached to my declaration in cause No. 49104, 
law, will show just what he had squandered of my property; he pleaded 
as an offset $100 which he claimed he owed my mother, and 1t was 
allowed against my suit, but before a jury I secured a verdict against 
him and the judgment of the court, but he was able to cut my judg
ment down far below what really was due me; he did nqt appeal from 
my judgment, and after nearly two years I finally was able to make 
him pay it. 

My mother was never able to collect anything from my father's 
estate, and it was all squandered. If Mr. Frederick A. Fenning had 
not kept my mother and myself unjustly shut up behind the bars of 
St. Elizabeths for two years and fom· months we would have been able, 
in all probability, to have recovered something from my father's estate. 
I was released with my mother from St. Elizabeths under said order 
of court· in October, 1906, and since then I have been employed in 
clerical capacities here in Washington. My mother had her life short
ened very materially by that awful experience in St. Elizabeths, and 
she died some time ago. It makes me shudder now to think of all the 
suffering Mr. Frederick A. Fenning caused us ; and, just to think, he 
did it all for the fees and commissions he got out of our property. I 
am not vindictive, but I do appeal to the Congress of the United States 
to see to it that this man is not permitted to occupy the important 
position of Commissioner of the District of Columbia. 

lUiss Conl\""ELU L. CORBETT. 

Sworn to and subscribed by the said Miss Cornelia L. Corbett before 
me, the undersigned notary, on this the 6th day of April, A. D. 1926. 
Given under my hand and seal of office. 

{SEAL.] HOWARD F. BRESEE. 

Notary Public in a.nd for the District of Columbia. 

My commission expires May 9, 1926. 
COULD THERE BE A CRIME MORE CRUELT 

Can anyone conceive of a crime more cruel than to capture 
from their peaceful and happy home a perfectly sane mother 
and perfectly sane daughter and keep them locked up without 
trial in an insane asylum for two years and four months, and 
while thus helpless rob them of their property? And Mr. Logue 
and others likewise secured their relea e from St. ElizabethR, 
and through suits in court here compelled Fenning to return to 
them their estates, which he had been withholding and upon 
which he was drawing annual commissions. 

DOCTOR WHITE ADMITTED FATORITISM 

From the 1906 hearings I then quoted the following : 
CONCERNING APPOINTMENT OF GUARDIANS 

lie. HAY. Does the court act upon your petition? 
Doctor WHITlll. Yes, sir; u.sually upon my petition. 
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Mr. HAY. As to who the guardian shall bet 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir; - in many instances. 
The CHAIRMAN. Doctor, when this petition is prepared is there a 

nomination of some particular person for guardian? 
Doctor WHITE. In the petition? 
The CHAIRMA~. Yes. 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir; Mr. Fenning has usually b~n mentioned in 

the petition. 
Mr. WALLACE. Who first introduced Mr: Frederick A. FenDing to yoo 

and suggested the arrangement you made with him, whereby you exe
cuted so many petitions for his appointment as committee over the 
persons and properties of your ex-soldier patients? 

Doctor WHITE. He may have introduced himself. I don't recall. 
Mr. WALLACE. Did you have any knowledge of the fact that Doctor 

Nichols, Doctor Toner, Doctor Hummer, and others of your official stafr 
were getting fees of $10 or more out of these ex-soldiers' pensions for 
testif;\·ing in these Fenning cases? ' 

Doctor WHITE. I had knowledge they were getting a fee of $10. 
Mr. WALI.ACE. For the purpose of preparing these petitions in lunacy, 

does Mr. Fenning have free access to the hospital records of these 
ca;es and thelr Army records? 

'"Doctor WHITE. I think so. 

And I showed that following said investigation in 1906 the 
two Congressmen most active on the committee filed their re
port, from which I quote the following condemnation of Dr. 
William A. White's management of St. Elizabeths, to wit: 

That attendants have treated patients cruelly, both by blows and 
neglect, is proved beyond doubt, n.o less than 40 witnesses having testi
fied to specilic instances of cruelty; 26 of them were attendants and 
ex-nttendants. A management under which such instances could hap
pen, and under which they continue to happen, must be faulty. There 
is a certain amount of callousness displayed both by physicians and 
attendants, as well as a want of sympathy with these unfortunate 
people. 

The great preponderance of the testimony is that the food is generally 
badly prepared, badly served, and oftentimes is not of such a kind as 
to be fit for consumption. It appears that the food served from the gen
eral kitchen is cold and unpalatable, that it is sometimes insutncient, 
and sometimes not fit to eat. Forty-one witnesses testified to one or 
the other of these conditions, and these witnesses are for the most part 
employees of the hospital. The meat is frequently bad, inspected by 
persons who are entirely inexperienced. There is no excuse for any or 
all of these conditions. The Government of the United Stntes makes a 
very generous appropriation for the care of these unfortunates, and if 
properly managed and judiciously expended these appropriations are 
ample to provide good, palatable food, well cooked and properly served. 

It has seemed to us that the manner of commitment of soldiers and 
sailor · to the hospital is not in accord with those principles of law and 
justice whlch should be applied in cases involving the liberty and prop
erty of the citizens of this country. The law seems to provide that In 
the case of an enlisted soldier or sailor, or of a retired soldier or sailor, 
he can be committed to the hospital upon an order of the Secretary of 
War or of the Navy, as the case may be. It seems to us clear that 
these people should be entitled to a jury trial before they are deprived 
of their liberty. 

But the case of the soldiers sent to the hospital from the different 
soldiers' homes is even worse. They are committed to the hospital upon 
the order of the president of the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. No process of any kind is 
invoked. And from the evi-dence, it appears that the president acts upon 
the ipse dixit of the surgeons of the different homes. Surely a jury 
trial ought to be had in these cases, especially when it appears that men 
have been committed to the hospital who were not insane. 

It is difficult to say how much is spent each year for the maintenance 
and support of this hospital. 

It is desired to call attention to the very large powers exercised by 
the superintendent, who practically appoints every employee of the 
institution and fixes the salaries of these employees. It would be 
superfluous to point out the evils which inevitably 1·esult from placing in 
the hands of one man the power not only to fix salaries but to raise and 
lower them at his will and pleasure. 

The superintendent's office is a most important one, and great care 
should be used in filling it. We might call attention to the l\Iaenche 
case for the. purpose of showing to what extent the power of the super
intendent ext~nds and how it may be abused. Maenche was superin
tendent of the laundry, where a large number of people are employed. 
He was reported on two occasions for an offense, with no investigation 
and no excuse for not having one, though the charge was well founded. 

With the growth of the hospital it has been more and more impos
sible for the board of visitors to exercise necessary supervision. There 
are many wards into which the board of visitors do not go once in a 
year. There should be inspection by disinterested and impartial men 
whose duty it is to report upon every phase of management, and without 
fear or favor fearlessly expose any abuse which may exist. It should 

be inspected by some agency corresponding · to lunacy commissions of 
States. Doctor White opposed such a IUethod of inspection. 

The undersigned would also call attention to the loose management of 
the finances of the institution. There has arisen a good many abuses. 

JAMES HAY. 
ROBERT M. WALLACE. 

They were Members of Congress, under oath, certifying to 
conditions which had been established by sworn testimony 
before them. 

BUT THAT EVIDENCED CONDJTIO~S 20 YEARS AGO 

And in my speech on April 1, 1926, I showed that the same 
collusion had continued between Doctor White and Frederick 
Fenning during the past 23 years, and still existed. I read the 
following: 

AFFIDAVIT OF ilLLEN H. FINOTTI 
I, Ellen H. Finotti, being duly sworn, upon oath, state : I was em

ployed as record and file clerk in St. Elizabeths Hospital from 1918 
to 1926, during which time I had· charge of all the records of said hos
pital. I endeavored to keep said records conscientiously. However, 
upon the order of the superintendent, Dr. William· A. White, I was · 
notified that Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, now Commissioner of the Dis
trict of Columbia, should have free access to such records and to cor
respondence concerning any cases that he should ask for. No other 
attorney enjoyed such privilege or concession. 

I have no interest in this matter, and make this affidavit only be
cause I was requested to testify as to what I knew about it. 

ELLEN H. FINOTTI. 

Sworn to and subscribed by the said Ellen H. Finotti before me, the 
undersigned authority, on this the 3d day of April, A. D. 1926, in 
Washington, D. C. Given under my hand and seal of office, 

(SEAL.] HOWARD F. BRESEE, 

Notary Public in and for the Di8tr£ct of Oolumbi4. 
My commission expires May 9, 1926. 

SERVED AT ST. ELIZABETHS HOSPITAL 40 YEARS 
I, Frank M. Finotti, being duly sworn, upon my oath state: That 

I was chief clerk of St. Elizabeths Hospital from the time the office 
was created until I retired; I began work in St. Elizabeths on Decem
ber 11, 1885, and worked there continuously until July 1, 1925, when 
I was retired. Years ago I used to officiate as notary there and 
received 25 cents for each affidavit. At one time the Pension Depart
ment began sending 1\Ir. Frederick A. Fenning, one of its employees, 
over to St. Elizabeths to take the affidavits of pensioners; in this 
way he learned of inmates who were drawing pensions and who 
were entitled to pensions. Later on he quit the Pension Department 
and began to practice law himself. and it was then that he arranged 
things so that he was appointed the guardlan or committee of many 
inmates. He had free access to all the records and correspondence, 
allowed him by Dr. William A. White, and I have seen him many 
times going through such records hunting up information concerning 
inmates who had money and property or who were entitled to pen
sions or compensation. I have just been shown the petition filed 
April 22, 1925, by Dr. William A. White, being ~o. Lunacy 10839 
in the Supreme Court, stating that funds were there on deposit 
due James Roley and recommending that Mr. Frederick A. Fenning 
be appointed committee, and which was swom to by Doctor White 
before me as a notary, and which is written upon the office paper 
of Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, attorney. I have seen many, many 
such petitions, and presume that in all there have been several hun
dred, altogether, wherein Doctor White recommended that Mr. Fred
erick A. Fenning be appointed committee. It is my belief that from 
some one in the Department of the Navy and the War Department 
Mr. Fenning learned of lunatics who were entitled to pay. I am not 
interested in this matter, and make this affidavit only because I have 
been requested to tell what I know. 

FRAJ.~K M. FIXOTTI. 
Swom to and subscribed before me by the said Frank M. Finotti on 

this the 3d day of April, A. D. 1926, in Washington, D. C. 
[SEAL.) HOWARD F. BRESEE, 

Nota1·y Publio in ancl jot· the District of Columbia. 

My commission expires May 9, 1926. 

$733,855.87 PAID TO PENNING BY VETER.A~S' BUREAU 

I then showed a statement from Director Hines certifying 
that for 75 World War veterans, for whom Frederick A. Fen
ning had had himself appointed guardian, the Veterans' Bureau 
had paid him the enormous sum of $733,855.87. 

KEPT FUNDS IS HIS OWN BANK 

I then showed that Frederick A. Fenning was a dire'ctor of 
the National Savings & Trust Co. and that he deposited all 
such funds in his own bank. 

$109,010.25 COMMISSIONS 

I then produced a certificate from the auditor of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia_ certifying that concerning 
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123 wards of said Fenning, the number, name, and style of 
whose cases I gave, that the court had already allowed said 
Frederick A. Fenning $109,070.25 as his commissions for acting 
as guardian. 

BOLEY LEE, OF VIRGINIA 

I then read to the House the following affidavit from a poor 
Virginia mother from whom Frederick Fenning had kept her 
wounded son for several years merely to exploit him: 

A.FFIDA VIT Oli' HBS. lllLIZA LEE 

I, Mrs. Eliza Lee, being duly sworn, upon my oath state : I am a 
widow; will be 57 years old on the 26th of this month ; I live in 
Grundy, Buchanan County, Va.; I am the mother of Roley Lee; he 
served in France during the World War; he was in perfect health 
when he entered the service ; be had been a good, obedient son all of 
his lite and was my chief support ; while he was in France he made 
an allotment to me out of his wages for my support; he was wounded 
by shrapnel at Verdun and had a co.mpound fracture of the left hip 
and was shell shocked, and because of such injuries was discharged 
1une 11, 1919, on surgeon's certificate of being disabled. The diag
nosis following his examination August 23, 1919, was active pul
monary N. P., and on examination December 21, 1919, was de
mentia precox ; when he was first brought back from France he was 
taken to Camp Lee, and I went there to see him and found him shot 
all to pieces, but he knew me and put his arms around me and kiss~d 
me, and he finally got up and could go about ; he disappeared, and for 
two years I did not know what had become of him, but found that he 
bad been sent to St. Elizabeths and had been there all the time; Mr. 
Frederick A. Fenning sent papers already prepared for me to sign, 
which provided that he should be appointed a committee, and represented 
to me that'tt was best for my son to be kept in St. Ellzabeths, as his 
mind was unsound, and that 1t I would sign the papers he could get 
some money both for me and my son ; I was almost frantic to see my 
son and be able to visit him, and was ignorant of the facts and of my 
rights, and I signed the papers; I next learned that Mr. Fennlng had 
become the guardian or committee of my son, and that the United 
States Veterans' Bureau had granted my son a total disability rating 
with an allowance of $157.50 per month, effective and payable from 
June 11, 1919, when he was discharged, and that besides drawing all 
of this money Mr. Fenning was also drawing the insurance allowances. 

My son had taken out $10,000 insurance, haJt payable to me and 
the other half payable to his sister Ethel. I have before me a cer
tificate from Director Hines, of the Veterans' Bureau, showing that he 
has already paid to Frederick A. Fenning as compensation $7,195.31 
and as insurance benefits $4,715, making a total of $i1,910.31 paid to 
said Frederick A. FenDing for my said son and myself ; I attach to 
this affidavit a letter from Mr. FenDing showing that at first he 
allowed me only $20 per month, notwithstanding that as compensation 
alone the Veterans' Bureau was paying him $157.50 per month, etrec
tive from June 11, 1919, of which sum $57.50 WRB because of my 
dependency as his mother and my dependent daughter Ethel; and you 
will note in said letter that Mr. Fenning ridiculed my contention that 
I should be allowed at least $45 per month ; when I found out just 
what Mr. Fenning was doing and that be was drawing 10 per cent 
of this money himself and that my son would be much better otr at 
home with me up in the mountains of Virginia, where I could care 
for him and give him a mother's love and attention, I went into court 
and qualified as guardian and committee for my said son, and gave 
bond in the sum of $5,000, which was approved by the court; and I 
filed with Mr. Frederick A. Fenning a certificate, like the one I am at
taching to this affidavit, from the Circuit Court of Buchanan County, 
Va., certifying that I had duly qualified, and the clerk of said court sent 
to St. Elizabeths Hospital certificate of my appointment, recommending 
that I be allowed to qualify as his guardian and committee and that I 
be allowed to bring my son home to the mountains : but both St. Eliza
beths and Mr. Fenning denied my request. I attach hereto a letter 
which on August 31, 1922, Mr. Frederick A. Fenning wrote to Con
gressman Slemp, putting up the excuse that hia eourt would not 
permit his war·d's estate to be turned over to me unless the ward was 
removed to Virginia. and he knew that he could keep Doctor White 
from letting the ward be removed; and between the two they have 
kept my son and his estate away from me. I am attaching another 
letter which on January 23, 1923, :Mr. Frederick A. Fenning wrote to 
Congressman Slemp making new excuses why he would not transfer 
my son and his estate to me as his lawful guardian and committee, 
and you will note in this letter that he admits that he 1B receiving 
$157.50 per month and is paying me only $57 per month, and this 
Congressman Slemp forced him to do by appealing to the court ; and 
you will also note that Mr. Fenning is keeping my son's funds on 
deposit in the National Savings & Trust Co., of which he 1B a director. 
My son, Roley Lee, is absolutely harmless, and to be near him and care 
for him and give him a mother's love I have been forced to leave my 
home in Grundy, Va.. and stay here in Washington among strangers 
and pay out every cent I can rake and scrape for III¥ :room and board 
and for little things to make my son "happy: . ' 

I go to St. Elizabeths for him f!Very day and they turn him over to 
me, and I take him to my room and all over town and amuse him, and 
be minds me just like a child ; they allow me to keep him from 9 
o'clock in the morning until 7 o'clock in the evening, when I get there 
that early for him, and It is all right for me to have him so long alii 
Mr. Fenning is allowed to keep his money and draw 10 per cent of 
same for himself. I have before me a report which Congressman BLAN· 
TON bas secured from the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District 
of ColumWa, which shows that the court has allowed Mr. Frederick A. 
Fenning a total of $1,155.27 for himself out of the funds of my poor 
shell-shocked son. It instead I had been paid that amount, I could 
have made my son happy at home with it for a long time; and if the 
sums which Mr. Fenning claims he has paid out for clothes and other 
things for my son, and which the court has allowed him additional, 
had been paid me, I could have furnished him a hundred times the 
conveniences be has had. I gave three sons to my country during the 
World War, and it does seem to me that here in the National Capital 
a Commissioner of the District of Columbia should not be allowed by 
Congress to withhold my son from me merely to exploit his estate by 
receiving 10 per cent of his income each year, and I app.eal to the 
Congress of the United States to right this great wrong. 

Mrs. ELIZA LEE. I 

Sworn to and subscribed by the said Mrs. Eliza Lee before me, the 
undersigned notary, on this the 3d day of April, A. D. 1926. Given 
under my hand and seal of office. 

[SEAL.] JOHN ANDREWS, 

Notary Public in ana for the Di8trict of Col1nnbia. 
My commission expires October 27, 1927. 

HAD ROLEY LEE RESTORED TO HIS MOTHER 

And I did not stop until I went before the Supreme Court o~ 
the District of Columbia and finally induced the Chief Justice 
to take Roley Lee out of the clutches of Frederick Fenning and 
return him to his mother, who ever since has had him at home 
with her in the mountains of Virginia, where he has improved 
wonderfully. 

GENERAL ATTORNEY FOit MEDICAL SOCIETY 

I showed that Commissioner Fenning was general attorney 
for the medical society here, although he was presumed to be 
giving all of his time to the District. 

DmECTOR FOR LAW REPORTER 

I showed that Frederick A. Fenning was still a director of 
the Law Reporter Printing Co., which had been designated by 
the courts to print ail of the legal notices concerning fiduciaries, 
which advertisements were quite remunerative. 

STILL PJWDUCED BUSINESS FOR IDS GA. WLER UNDERTAKERS 

I read the following receipt from court papers in Cause No. 
10713: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Maroh 2-J, 1926. 
Received of Frederick A. Fenning, committee of Walter Garland Allan, 

$107.81, balance held to the credit of deceased, for services in con
nection with burial. 

GAWLE.R. 

This showed that even after death of his wards Frederick 
Fenning's business associates got what was left of their estates. 

TIED UP WITH PUBLIC UTILITIES 

I showed that up to November 6, 1919, Frederick Fenning had 
worked for the Washington Gas Light Co.; that as a commis~ 
sioner he is a member of the Public Utilities Commission, 
created to prevent public utilities from robbing the people, and 
he permitted the street railways to charge 8 cents fare for 
both adults and children, notwithstanding that on November 1, 
1919, the fare was 5 cents, and their charters provide that they 
shall never charge over 5 cents, and I showed that the common 
stock of the Washington Railway & Electric Co. in February, 
1922, was worth only 381A,, but that since it has been permitted 
to charge 8 cents it has gone up by leaps and bounds, until in 
December, 1925, it went up to 250, thus making millions of 
dollars profit for the owners of this stock. I showed that Fen
ning permitted the Terminal Station and the hotels here to 
create monopolies by selling the curb space in the streets that 
belongs to the public to certain taxicabs for big sums. 

REVENGEFUL CBUEL DEMOTION 

I showed that because a policeman named Gore told Fen
ning's chauffeur he could not park in prohibited. areas, and 
Fenning directed Inspector Albert J. Headley to severely rep
rimand Gore, that when he learned that Headley had only 
said, " Officer Gore, consider yourself severely reprimanded," 
Fenning demoted Inspector Headley to a captain without ghing 
him a chance to be heard and despite his 30 years' faithful, 
unblemished service. 

WILLIAM WOLJI'F SMITH DID NOT DO ms DUTY 

From the Washington Post of March 31. 1:,~23, I read the 
,following headlines: 
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Insane veterans pay out millions in fees-Lawyers, as guardians, 

said to be reaping harvest-Hines to fight practice. -

They were the headlines. I then read what followed : 
A searching investigation into the handling of allotments o.t insane 

and otherwise incompetent war veterans by attorneys and others who 
have been appointed by courts as legal guardians bas been ordered by 
Brigadier General Hines, Director of the Veterans' Bureau. 

The inquiry, it was learned yesterday, is to be conducted by William 
Wolff Smith, general counsel of the bureau. 

And I then called attention to the fact that it was in March, 
1923, that Gen. Frank T. Hines had learned that World War 
veterans were being robbed, and that he had then designated his 
general counsel, William Wolff Smith, to investigate and stop it, 
and tha~ William Wolff Smith had done absolutely nothing. 
I said : 

If I had known then what I know no.w about "Poker Bill" Smith, 
I could have told General llines then that his general counsel would 
accomplish nothing in his investigation of crooks. 

GENERAL HINES HAD ST. ELIZABETHS INVESTIG.l.TilD 

In April, 1924, General Hines directed Dr. Henry Ladd 
Stickney, who was then control officer, inspection division of 
the Veterans' Bureau, to investigate St. Elizabeth.-,. On April 
26, 1924, Doctor Stickney filed his repo1·t with the bureau, and 
from same I quoted : -

The control officer learned that one Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., an 
attorney, whose office is in the Evans Building, appears to have certain 
privileges and concessions shown hi..m in contacting claimants of the 
bureau at the hospital. At the present time he is guardian for over 100 
bureau patients. He constantly opposes the transfer of his wards from 
St. Elizabeths Hospital to any other hospital outside of this jurisdic
tion. It has been learned unofficially that Doctor White, superintendent, 
is very friendly to Mr. Fenning. Question is raised as to the propriety 
of allowing one attorney in the city to obtain guardianship of so many 
of the beneficiaries of the bureau. 

The construction capacity of St. Elizabetbs Hospital is for 3,300 
patients. It has 4,200 patients ; 901 of them are United States Vet
erans' Bureau cases. 

Howard Hall group are neither well ventUated nor lighted. The 
beds are o.f wooden construction, antiqun ted, and are without springs. 
The benches are of an old type and are very uncomfortable. Blacks 
and whites occupy the same small court during recreation hours. 

In one semipermanent ward used for tubercular patients blacks and 
whites are both hospitalized in the same building and only separated by 
an imaginary line. 

. Besides the assistant superintendent, Dr. Arthur B. Noyes, there are 
37 doctors on the staff, 1 chief nurse, 5 assistant nurses, and 675 
attendants and orderlies. 

The cost of rations per diem fo.r the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, 
was between 40 and 45 cents. Attendants handled food in the most 
careless manner, were sloppy in their service, and appeared wholly 
inefficient. Some patients were not allowed even spoons to eat with. 
It is evidently the policy of the superintendent to keep down food 
cost. There was a doubt in the mind of the control officer whether or 
not all patients had sufficient amount of food. Lack of green vegetables 
and fruit, with no milk served except for tea and coffee, with no bever
age for dinner and weak tea for supper, with no butter served, but 
oleomargarine instead, I was not satisfied that the diet was well 
balanced, or that a sufficient number of calories we1·e afforded these 
patients. 

Several patients are bathed in the same water. Patients are no.t 
properly segregated. Beds are too near together, and too many are 
congested in the day room. There are an insufficient number of toilets 
and bathrooms and showers in many of the wards. 

WILLIAM WOLFF SMITH STILL DID ~OTHI~G 

Notwithstanding that on March 26, 1924, Dr. Henry Ladll 
Stickney called attention to the fact that Fenning was guru·dian 
for more than 100 World War veterans, and constantly opposes 
their transfer from St. Elizabeth>~. ancl was very friendly with 
Doctor White, General Counsel ·william "'\\'olff Smith made no 
recommendations and took no steps whatever to stop it. 

SHANGHAIED LIEUT. FRA~K D. ALLEN IXTO ST. ELIZ.A.RETHS 

I then called attention to the fact that Lieut. Frank D. Allen 
was sane, and that Frederick A. Fenning had shanghaied -him 
into St. Elizabeths and was exploittllg his property. You will 
note later that Allen established his sanity in court and was 
released. 

REPORT FROM O).'E OF ~IY AIDS 

I then read the following report from one of my helpers: 
W ASHI:NGTON, D. C., April 6, 19!6. 

MY DEAR MR." BLA, ·To~: Yon have them worded. When you dropped 
in on them so unexpectedly last Saturday, as soon as ;von left, Doctor 

White got in touch with Commissioner Fenning and told him of yom 
visit. 

They have a system whereby wh~n Fenning authorizes a certain por
tion of the ward's money·to be spent for clothing, etc., the "committee" 
expressly stipulates where same shall be bought. Herzog, Saks, anJ 
Eiseman get the bulk of this business, with commissions allowed for 
the trade. 

Doctor White spends most of his time writing books and articles. 
All of the St. Ellzabeths' doctors practice outside, and some have offices 
outside. 

Doctor White still holds his chair on the medical faculty of the 
Georgetown Uni-versity, and also on the medical faculty of the George 
Washington· University, notwithstanding the law requires him to give 
all of his time to St. Elizabeths. 

PROTECTED THE KlNG OF ALL BOOTLEGGERS 

I then called the attention of Congress to the following: 
Joe Kelly is a political boss of Baltimore. He is the king of all high

toned bootleggers. His main liquor business is conducted from Green
mount Avenue and Eager Street in Baltimore. He directs his ships 
from the Bahamas and his big trucks in every direction from Balti
more. For $1,000 fee he will guarantee the sate delivery of a 5-ton 
truck load of liquor into Washington. His trucks enter the District 
at au exact hour agreed upon. 

BABBJ..GE 

Spectacular raids on stills and small bootleggers selling corn whisky 
in competition make a good blind for pretended enforcement. I am 
reliably informed that during a certain period' last year 10,000 cases 
of imported liquor came into Washington and was distl"ibuted without 
any disturbance and that not one single truck load of liquor has been 
captured. 

THE TROUBLE IS AT THE HEAD 
The Metropolitan police force is a splendid bunch of loyal men, but 

they can enforce only when directed to do so. 

And I .then wound up my speech on April 8, 1926, as follows : 
POLITICS MUST NOT CONTROL 

We must keep politics out of this question. Too many ex-service 
men are involved. It is true that when Frederick A. Fenning was 
appointed commissioner he was then secretary of the local Republican 
organization here in Washington. And it is true that Hon. Edward F. 
Colladay, national Republican committeeman of the District of Colum
bia, is backing Mr. Fenning and trying to protect him. 

MY RESOLUTION STILL PE::-fDL."iG 
My resolution for the appointment of a joint committee, five Senators 

and five Congressmen, to investigate this whole situation here concern
ing treatment of our veterans of the various wars, has been held in 
the Committee on Rules since March 23, 1926. I trust that this com
mittee will now report it out promptly. 

I DEFY THE WHOLE GAKG 
I have received due notice that if I pressed this matter I would 

be ruined. I have fought bigger institutions than Frederick A. Fen
ning and Dr. William A. White. If they can ruin me, then let me be 
ruined. I am fully _conscious of the power and influence of Frederick A. 
FenDing. 

CONCLUSION 
I have now done my duty. It is un to the House of Representatives. 

the Senate, and the President to do their duty. I have worked hard 
after hours for a number of weeks assembling these facts. It has ail 
been work extra to our t·egular duties in our office and on the floor 
of this House. .All of my colleagues kncJo.v that I am on the floor all o.l 
the time when the House is in session. And my office work is fully as 
great as that of any colleague. But I felt that it was my duty to 
make this inve.'>tigation and to place these facts before the Congress. I 
have confidence in the President of the United States. I have confi
dence in this Congress, though I must confess that my faith bas been 
sorely tried on a few occasions; and I believe that the President ot 
the lJnit('d States will promptly remove from office Frederick A. Fen
ning as Commissioner of the Distt·ict of Columbia, Dr. William A. White 
as superintendent of St. Elizabeths, and " Poker Bill Smith " as general 
comu;el of the United States Veterans' Bureau. 

FE::s'NING'S UNSWORN STATNME~T 
As :;:oon as the House met on April 16, 1926, Mr. MADDEN 

stated that Commissioner Fenning had sent him a statement in 
defen~e of himself which he desired to go into the RECoRD. 
when the following occurred : 

Mr. BL.l..NTO~. That statement of Fenning's contains bow many 
pages? 

Mr. MADD.EX. I should say about 20 pages. 
1\Ir. BLANTO~. The gentleman is permitting a man charged with high 

crimes and misdemeanors to sit down in his office and deliberately pre
pare his own defen.se without any cross-examination, when several Mem
bers of Congress may have facts that would show· the. absolute unreason-
ableness of every statement be makes. · · · 



.3734 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 14 
Mr. lLuJDL'i. There "will not be a.ny objection to the gentleman show

ing that. 
llr. BLAr..TON. I hall not object to Mr. Fenning's statement going in 

the REcoRD. Will the gentleman permit. me to have time next Monday 
to answer this statement? 

liB. S~ELL, CHAIBMA.N OF THE RULES COMMITTEE 
Mr. S:NE.LL. Has not the gentleman had time already to m.ake out 

his case? 
Mr. BLANTON. I have not been able, apparently, to convince the 

chairman of the Rules Committee, but I have convinced many Members 
and the country, and I can convince the gentleman if I am given the 
opportunity. 

Mr. MA.DDE='f. I have no objection to the gentleman from Texas reply
ing to the statement. 

Mr. BLANTON. With that statement, I do not object to its going into 
tbe RECORD. 

Mr. RAJ\'XIN. But do not let him dig under first. 
Mr. GREE:N of F1orida. There seems to be an effort being made to 

condone this human vulture, a.nd I am not in favor of it. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. lli. Speaker, * • • I think the 

charges that have been made here with regard to this commissioner 
and the evidence that bas been submitted in the form of affidavits, 
sworn testimony, are sufficient not only to justify but to imperatively 
demand an investigation by some committee of this House. 

This is not a ~atter that can be settled by the mere insertion in the 
RECORD of the statement which the gentleman ha. , no matter what it 
may contain. 

Mr. MADDEN. I want the gentleman from Tennessee to understand 
I am not trying to cover up anything Mr. Fenning has done. 

!!.Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understand that. 
Mr. MADDEN. I am not defending him. 
Mr. GA.RRE1'T of Tennessee. I know perfectly well the gentleman from 

Illinois is incapable of attempting any such thin;!. 
Mr. MADDEN. I am in thorough accord with what the gentleman has 

said, and I think that everything in connection with tpis matter 
should be investigated and the evidence adtluced h('re. 

DISTRICT OF COLU:\lBIA COMMITTEE AUTHORIZES ACTION 

On April 161 19?6, the bommittee on the District of Columbia. 
on which I am the acting ranking Democrat, passed a resolution 
authorizing it'3 chairman to appoint a subcommittee of five 
members to investigate Commissioner Fenning, St. Elizabeths, 
and all affairs in the Distiict. But the chairman did not ap
point the subcommittee. 

CHA.IRMA::-l SNELL AND CHA..IJlMAN JOHNSOY OBJECT 
As soon as the House met on April 17, 1926, the following 

occurred: 
Mr. BLANTO::-<. Mr. Speaker, I desire to prefer a unanimous-consent 

request. I have a certificate from the auditor of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia showing that since the war started in 1917 
M has paid Frederick A. Fenning $98,909.18 as his fees and commis
sions as guardian and committee in lunacy cases, and that this runs as 
high as 50 per cent in one case. It runs 12, 20, 30, 40, 46, a.nd even 
50 per cent in some cases. I ask unanimous consent to put this cer
tificate from the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District of Colum
bia in the RECORD showing the cases-

hlr. S::-rELL. Does this refer to the same matter the gentleman referred 
to the other day? 

~Ir. BLA.:NTON. It shows each veteran's case, specifying the amount 
and the years, showing exactly what was paid each year in each case, 
and the per cent. This, I tllink, will be interesting, because I think 
yesterday Mr. Fenning claimed that his $109,000 fees ran back to 1903 
and that he only got 5 per cent. This shows exactly what he got 
and the years in which he got it. There will be nothing inserted in 
the RECORD except the certificate from the auditor of the Supreme 
Court of the District. I will put in no remarks of my own. 

Ur. Jon...,soN of Washington. Does not the gentleman think that a 
matter of this kind should be ordered: printed for the information of 
the particular committe~ 

Mr. BLANTON. What committee? They are all balking and holding 
back and breaking quorums and will not have a hearing of a.ny kind. 
I would like for the memberBhip of the House to !Cnow something 
about this. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It will be printed as a pamphlet for 
the information of· the com.m.ittee-

Mr. BLANTON. Some one would object to that. Every committee will 
get the benefit of it if it is put in the RECORD. It is information 
which gentlemen ought to know. This iB information which each one 
of your districts ought to know, and they are asking for this informa
tion by letter every day, and I can not write a letter to every one of 
them, as my time is too much oceupied, my desk is now piled with such 
mail, and I would put in this certificate of the auditor of the Supreme 
Court of the District so as to let the people of the country have this 
lnfot·ma tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of tho gentleman 
from Texas? 

:Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker--
1\ir. BLANTON. Do not be afraid if you want to object. 
Mr. TILSON. I am not afraid. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 

from Texas? 
Mr. BEGG. Well, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I want 

to say this-
hlr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I a~k for the regular order. If they are 

going to object, let them object. I ask for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The r<.>gular order 

is the question, " Is there objection? •• 
Mr. S~. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
lli. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

1\Ir. SNELL, who objected, is chairman of the Rules Commit
tee whieh for weeks had buried my resolution authorizing in
vestigation. Mr . .JoHNSON of South Dakota is chairman of the 
World War Veterans' Committee, and should have been anxious 
to obtain all information affecting the rights of veterans. Yet 
they objected. 

BUT I DID NOT QUIT 

Later on that day, during debate on a bill that would make 
it easier for dishonest debtors to receive discharges in bank
ruptcy, I took the floor, when the following occurred: 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. I have been trying to get the general 
C{)Unsel down here in the Veterans' Bureau removed from office be
cause he has been wrongfully keeping veteraru; and their widows' und 
orphans from getting their just deserts. He is generally known as 
"Poker Bill" Smith. I have been trying to have him removed. Why 
he has been discharged in bankruptcy twice from paying his honest 
debts, and yet be is now drawing a big salary from your Government 
down here in the Veterans' Bureau. You ought to stop it. It is not 
conducive to honesty and integrity to permit these men to come in 
every six years and be discharged of all their debts. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Can not the gentleman have him removed? 
Mr. BLANTON. I have been trying my dead-level best to have him 

removed. If the gentleman will help me, I think we ca.n get him 
removed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will help you. 
Mr. BLANTON. But it is a slow process. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Because I think he ought to be removed. 
Mr. BLANTO='f. If I cou1d get the chalnnan of the Ru1es Committee 

to go home for a week, \Ve cou1d have some of these fellows removed, 
but as long as he is here to protect them, God knows, it is a hard 
proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ihink Smith should be removed on account of lack 
of legal knowledge. 

Mr. BLANTON. Why, of course. He never has known any law. He 
got into the legal fraternity by accident. [Applause.] He went in 
with a large bunch of applicants in 1916, and they just doled out his 
license here through this machine in Washington. Every attorney 
down there knows he knows no law. And I made him admit to 
Director Hines in the presence of Senator SHEPPARD that he had never 
tried any important case in a courthouse when he was made general 
counsel for the United States Veterans' Bureau. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. · SNELL). The time of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 

AND STILL I DID NOT QUIT 

And just before adjournment that day, during debate on a 
bill to grant a pension to an old soldier, I took the fi.oor and 
again called attention to the way Commissioner Fenning was 
robbing war veterans, and said : 

Mr. BLANTON. Why do not we stop it? I am trying to stop it. I 
have a resolution before your Committee on Ru1es that has been there 
for near1y a month slumbering the sleep of death. 

Mr. GREE='f of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BL.A.NTON. Your Veterans' Committee-some Democratic Mem

bers-are very enthusiastic and have been trying to get a hearing on 
the proposition, with Members clamoring to be heard, and they can 
not get but three or four Republican Members present, with no quorum, 
and they can not do any business. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman is a member of the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia, and that committee has jurisdic
tion of these matters.. Could not the committee proceed and invite 
these people, Commissioner Fenning and others, to come before the 
committee? 

M.r. BLANTON. Well, the committee could, but it will not-
Mr. CoNNALLY of Texas. In a minute-and then if they refuse, 

would not we be in a position wherein the House could not nJrord to 
refuse the authoricy? Why does not that committee go ahead? 
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Mr. BLA~TO~. If I were its chairman the committee would act. I 

have found out that this Honse can afford to do almost anything it 
wants and get away with it when those in authority do not want to do 

"something. The committee to which I belong yesterday passed a reso
lution for the chairman to appoint a committee of five to investigate 
this matter. But it has not yet been appointed. 

IMPEACHMENT ONLY WAY TO GET ACTIO~ 

I have quoted from the RECORD extensively to show t~at ap
parently it was impossible to get action from any committee. of 
Congrel:ls. So on April 19, 1926, I decided to impeach Frederick 
A. Fenning, and thus force action to be taken. Chairman SNEJ:L 
had had my resolution authorizing investigation buried in his 
Committee on Rules since 1\farch 23, 1926, with no promise 
whatever of action. Notwithstanding the Committee on the 
District of Columbia had passed a resolution on April 16, 1926, 
directing its chairman, Mr. ZIHLMAN, to appoint a subcommittee 
of five Members to investigate, he had not appointed such sub
committee. We were expecting Congress to adjourn on June 1; 
hence something had to be done. So I decided to precipitate an 
investigation through the sole parliamentary means at my com
mand. 

IMPEACHMENT OF COMi\flSSIONER FREDERICK .A.. FENNING 

As soon as the House met on April 19, 1026, the following 
occurred: 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the highest privi
lege. By virtue of the office I hold as a Member of the House, I im
peach Frederick A. Fenning, Commissioner of the District of Columbia, 
of high crimes and misdemeanors. I ask for time in which to make my 
charges. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized to make the charges 
referred to. 

I then preferred 34 specific charges against Commissioner 
Fredelick A. Fenning, specifying in detail the high crimes and 
misdemeanors he had committed, and I then offered the follow
ing resolution : 

l\fr. Speaker, I offer the usual resolution in such cases, which I ask 
that the Clerk read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wUI report the resoldion. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

" House Resolution 228 
{(Resolved, That tbe Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, 

directed to inquire and repo:rJ: whether the action of this House is 
necessary concerning the alleged official misconduct of Frederick A. 
Fenning, a Commissioner of the District of Columbia, and said Com
mittee on the Judiciary is in all things hereby fully authorized and 
empowered to investigate all acts of misconduct and report to the House 
whether in their opinion the said Frederick A. Fenning has been guilty 
of any acts which in the contemplation of tbe Constitution, tbe statute 
laws, and the precedents of Congress are high crimes and misdemeanors 
requiring the interposition of the constitutional powers of this House, 
and for which he should be impeached. 

"That this committee is hereby authorized and empowered to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ, if necessary, an 
additional clerk, and to appoint and send a subcommittee whenever 
and wherever necessary to take necessary testimony for the use of said 
committee or subcommittee, which shall have the same power in respect 
to obtaining testimony as exercised and is hereby given to said Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

"That the expenses incurred by this investigation shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House upon the vouchers of the chairman 
of said committee, approved by tbe Clerk of this House." 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the resolution and the charges to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

And then for one hour I produced evidence substantiating 
each and every one of the 34 charges prefeiTed, during which 
the following occurred : 

l\Ir. RANKIN. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas whether or not 
in these cases of guardianship in which these excessive fees were 
charged the wards were veterans of the World War? 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh~ many of them. Many of them were shell shocked 
in France. Many of them are veterans Qf the Spanish-American War, 
and one or two of them are even veteran.s of the Civil War, if yon 
please. Many of them are disabled men, retired from your Army and 
your Navy, and one other department ot Government. 

Mr. RANKIN. The reason I asked that question is that a great many 
of us on the Veterans' Committee have been trying to get this investi
gation made, and it has been questioned by some members of the com
mittee whether or not these excessive fees were charged in cases of 
demented veterans of the World War. 

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the distinguished gentleman, who for nearly 
a week has held up the Veterans' Committee and prevented them from 
investigating this case. [Applause.] 

Mr. LucE. I may in-form the gentleman that the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation began this morning in an orderly manner--

Mr. BL.A.J.'iTON. Oh, yes. After you had gone to your steering com
mittee and your steering committee gave you orders to act. [Applause.] 
They told you you bad held this matter up until it had become a crime 
upon the country, and then you acted, because you were whipped into 
line by your steering committee. I know all about it, because I went 
before your Veterans' Committee and I begged the chairman to give 
me 10 minutes, did I not? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And I was refused? 
Mr. RANKIN. And I tried to get the committee to give you the hearing. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now I yield to tbe distinguished gentleman from Mas-

sachusetts, and I will cut out of the REcORD all I have just stated, 
because I have a great deal of regard for the gentleman. 

Mr. LUCE. And also because it is inaccurate. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BLANTO::"l. Well, I will leave it to the members of the Veterans' 

Committee as to its accuracy. What about it, men? 
l\Ir. RANKIN. The gentleman from Texas came before the Committee 

Qn Wol'ld War Veterans' Legislation last Saturday--
Mr. BLA);TON. Friday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Friday or Saturday, and brought a list of these cases. 

He asked permission to make a statement of 10 minutes, and every 
· member on the Democratic side was willing, waiting, and anxious to 

have him make that statement, but there was a point of order made. 
Mr. BLANTON. By whom? 
Mr. RANKIN. I believe by the gentleman from Massachusetts {lli. 

LUCE]. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; it was made by the gentleman from Massachu

setts, tJrat there was not a quorum of the committee present, and that 
prevented my having 10 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And that prevented the Veterans' Committee from going 
ahead with this investigation and prevented the gentleman from Texas 
from presenting his facts. 

And in reply to a question propounded by Mr. BANKHEAD, of 
Alabama, as to whether we could e1.rpect a full and comprehen
sive investigation before the Judiciary Committee, I said: 

Mr-. BLA~TON. The chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Penn ylvania [Mr. GRAHAM] is not going to overlook anything. He is a 

1 good lawyer. When he goes into this case it will be carefully considered. 
If Dr. William A. White were such an officer as could be impeached by 
Congress, I would also impeach him, for he deserves it; but I believe 
that the President will promptly remove him. 

Gentlemen, I want to say that the main thing tbe Committee on the 
Judiciary is going to find in their way, the first obstacle, will be a 
distinguished individual in Washington named Edward F. Colladay. 
He has bobbed up in front of me in several instances during my investi
gations, and he will bob up in front of the committee, as be is Mr. 
Fenning's main defender. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Texas is not speaking to his own resolution. 

:Mr. BLA.."!'i"TON. This man Colladay is defending Fenning. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. The gentleman is bringing in a third party who is 

not charged here. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. But he is Mr. FenDing's chief defender before the 

people of Washington, and I have a right to discuss it. 
:Mr. GREEN of Florida. I want to know if Colladay is the man who 

was indicted years ago in the District for misdemeanors and high crimes. 
Mr. BLANTON. He was charged with forgery, and was granted $500 

bail, and was discharged on habeas corpus, but finally, on appeal, was 
remanded back to jail; but later he got his case nolle prossed. 

Mr. FAIBCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I renew the point. of order. 
Mr. BLANTON. :Mr. Colladay is the local national committeeman of the 

Republican Party here in W::tShington, and certainly you do not want to 
shield him. 

CHAIRMAN ZIHLM.A.N ACTS IMMEDIATELY 
Just as soon as I impeached Frederick A. Fenning, Mr. 

ZIHLMAN, as chairman of the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, appointed the subcommittee of five to investigate, as 
directed by the resolution we passed in the committee on April 
16, 1926, he appointing Mr. GIBSoN, of Vermont, as chairman; 
Mr. BOWMAN, of West Virginia; Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware; 
Mr. GILBERT, of Kentucky; and myself. And we began our 
hearings the next day, April 20, 1926. 

THEN I WAS A'IT.A.CKED THROUGH WASHI~GTON PAPERS 

On April 22, 1926, I took the floor to answer the vicious at
tacks made upon me through the Washington papers, and I 
showed that same were false, unfair, and malicious, and made 
to obstruct my investigation. The chairman of the Rules Com-
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mittee tried' by repeated points of order to prevent my getting 
the floor, but the Speaker overruled him and gave me the floor, 
holding: 

'.rhe Chair thinks that, while the gentleman from 'l'exas is not men
tioned specifically, it is the plain intention to charge that any Member 
of the House of Representatives who made the'e charges, whether they 
are true in fact or not, was unpatriotic and insulted the dignity of the 
House. The Chair thinks that founds a question of privilege. [Ap
plause.] 

And during the time I was presenting fact after fact against 
Fenning, politics caused others to interrupt: 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the gentle
man is not addressing himself to the point in issue. 

Mr. Br~ANTON. Yes I am. I am showing that my charges impeach
ing Frederick A. Fenning were not cowardly and were not unpatriotic, 
which is the charge that was made by A. J. Siler's r(>solution against 
me in the Star. 

Air. KINa. The gentleman is undertaking to state something about 
Doctor White. Doctor White is not concerned in this matter. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; he most certainly is concerned; he is :Mr. 
Fenning's collaborator and partner in some of these matters. 

Mr. Knm. You are going to have an opportunity to be heard before 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. But I am going to an wer this article first in this 
forum, and I will get through in a few minutes if the gentleman will 
not bother me. 

Mr. KL"G. Has the membership no relief whatever from this thing, 
day after day? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of fact. 
Mr. BLANTO~. You will never get any relief from it until you put 

Mr. Fenning out of office and you put Doctor White out of office 
[applause], because I am going to the people of the country on this 
matter if I have to. Both of them must be p.ut-out. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. My colleague is doing the House a valuable 
service in throwing the light of publicity on these transactions. 

Mr. BLA..."<TON. The Secretary of the Navy will tell you that there 
nre a lot of Navy men sent there by letter without trial. They are 
sent there from the War Department by letter without trial. The 
Public Health Service bas sent hundreds of them there, without 
trial, by letter. 

Is not that an awful condition that exists in this counLry 7 And 
because I try to stop it a fellow named A. P. Siler got a few citi!lens 
to meet the other night, with only a few persons present-there were 
not many members of the association there-and he got a resolution 
through condemning me and condemning my action as " unpatriotic 
f\Dd cowardly." This fellow Siler is the father of one of Fenning's 
employees, and this attack on me was thus influenced by Fenning. 

Oh, if you knew what a proposition I have had to run up against 
and the big combination here I am fighting, you would say I was not 
cowardly. I have been facing their whole gang for weeks. I do not 
have any police guards around my home at night either, as Mr. 
Fenning did Monday night. Do you know that be had policemen 
placed outside of his home the other night all night? He must have 
been. afraid of a mob. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I think the information that the gentleman 
from Texas has furnished to this House ought to lead, and will lead 
at this ession, to legislation that will prevent unjust and unfair 
charges, which seem to have been imposed in the past upon the funds 
of veterans, from being repeated in the future. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am glad to hear the gentleman say that. 
Mr. OLIVRR of Alabama. And when that legislation passes, no Mem

ber of this House can say that 1t is not solely due to the disclosures 
made by the gentleman from Texas. [Applause.) 

:Mr. BLANTON. I thaBk: the gentleman very much. 
Mr. GRiilEN of Florida. Is the gentleman not surprised at Members 

of Congress undertaking to block such an investigation? 
:Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I am. I just simply can not understand them. 

Oh, it is just a few of them. The rank and :file of these splendid men 
on the other side of the aisle are behind this proposition, and they are 
going to see that both FenDing and White are put out of office just as 
soon as we can force a vote ·on the question. • 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. What these two men have done is worse than 
the action of Daugherty or Forbes, because those men swindled sol
diers who were not mentally infirm, and this man Fennlng swindled 
war veterans who are not mentally capable. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. LoziER. In view of the facts in this case, are we to understand 

there is any considerable number of the Members of this House, either 
Democrats or Republicans, who approve or want to indorse or defend 
this grafting? 

Mr. BLA~TON. No; there is only just a little handful, and I could 
name every one of them. 

Mr. LOZIER. I hope so. 

Mr. BLANTON. First, let me say this to the gentleman from ~fas.'la

chusetts [Mr. LucE]. If he has not yet been able to find any delin
quency on the part of Mr. FeUDing, I would just as soon try to con\'ince 
one of the sphinxes of Egypt. [Applause.] 

Mr. LucE. But you have not pointed out to the committee a single 
case of delinquency by any guardian in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLANTON . . Wllat about Mr. FeuDing? 
Mr. LGCE. You have not pointed out as yet a violation of law by Mr. 

Fenning. 
Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yit>ld to me long enough to ask the 

gentleman from Massachusetts a question. In view of the disclo~·urcs 

and actual charges openly made on the floor oJ the Ilouse and in the 
press, does not the gentleman from Massachusetts feel that there is 
sufficient proof to warrant the House in taking action, and thus relieve 
the gentleman from Texas in carrying on thiR nece sary work alone? 
[Applause.] 

Mr. BLA)lTON. I can not yield any further. I think that disposes of 
the obtu e gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROW.:<~I)lG. Does not the gentleman know that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE] and others on the Veterans' Commit
tee have deliberately blocked the gentleman from Texas and prevented 
him from coming before that committee? 

Mr. BLANTON. Ye ; the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LUCE] 
did that. I a ked for 10 minutes, and he would not let me haYe it. 
And the gentleman from Oklahoma [;.\lr. llONTGOMERY] helped him. 

Mr. BROWNING . .And I will say to the gentleman that in the coromittt'e 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota] lws 
already expN'ssed himself and stated that in his opinion the gc·ntleman 
from Texas has not any facts that would throw any light on these ques
tions at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. These facts which I ba >e protluced, and which baYe 
convinced everybody but the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LUCE), 
the gentleman from South Dakota [lli. JOHXSON], and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SNBU..], these facts may not be considered facts by 
them, but when I bring a certified auditor's report from Herb(>rt L. 
Davis, auditor of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, certi
fied to in a way that would be accepted in any court in the United 
States as evidence, showing rates of interest or commission ranging 
from 10 per cent up to 94 per cent of his ward's estate, drawn by Fred
erick A. Fenning, God knows that ought to com·incc the gentleman, 
when Fenning bas drawn from the Veterans' Bureau alone $733, 55.87, 
funds due Tetcrans of the World War now in illsane asylums. 

Mr. LucE. But those are not delinquencies on the part of the guardian . 
They may be delinquencies on the part of the court but not the guartlian. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman applauds Fenning for getting all 
be can. 

.Mr. BROWNING. May we find out from the gentlemen on the Veterans' 
Committee, who have been deDying the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLA:r."'TON] the privilege of coming before that committee, if they will 
let him testify before the committee? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; will the gentleman from South Dakota [~ir. 

JoHNSON] let me have 10 minutes before his committee? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentleman t.hat when 

these records are all before the committee I will be perfectly willing to 
giTe the gentleman that time ; but the gentleman is so ably represented 
on that committee--

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I do not think I need to go, because I think my 
friends on the committee will take care of the 'situation. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Texas is no more ably repr..esPnted 
on the Veterans' .Affairs Committee than M1·. Fenning seems to be. 
[Applause.] 

HAD COLLEAGUES SHOWED TID")IU HAND 

.And then in closing I found out by a rising vote just how 
many of my colleagues were backing me in m~· fight to remove 
Fenning: 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, in the last minute I am going to use I am going 
to ascertain just how many of yon are not backing me up in this under
taking, in trying to get justice for our war veterans. I wish you who 
are not backing me would stand up. If there is a man in this House 
who is not backing me, I want him to stand up: I pause, and no 
one stands. I am glad to see that I have the unanimous backing of 
Members. [Applause.] 

SEVERAL VOICES. Put it the other way. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many of you are backiug me in a proper investi

gation of this matter? I would like to see :J.ll who are backing me 
stand up. I note that with the exception of about 20 men who have not 
arisen, I seem to have almost the unanimous backing of you Mcml>ers. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the tloor, thanking my colleagu<'s. 
ESTABLISHED EVERY CHARGE BY OVERWllELMING PROOF 

Now, I am going to quote each charge prefelTed by me against 
Frederick A. Fenning consecutively by number and then ·how 
the evidence I produced in support thereof. I not only con
ducted the presentation of evidence before the Judiciary Com-
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mittee, but also before the Gibson District of Columbia Commit
tee. )for over two months I worked from 14 to 16 hours pe1· 
day, and sometimes longer. I kept up with my office work and 
performed all of my regular legislative duties in the House. 

FENNINO'S BEVY OF RE.'OW 'ED ATTORNEYS 

When Frederick A. Fenning appeared before the Judiciary 
Committee he brought with him three of the most renowned 
attorneys in Washington, Frank J. Hogan, Levi Cooke, and 
Thomas B. Littlepage. Hogan is the same attorney who repre
sented former Secretary of the Interior Albert B. Fall and the 
big oil magnate, Edward L. Doheny, in which case it 1s reported 
that Hogan received a fee of $1,000,000. Levi Cooke is the 
general attorney ot the owners of bonded whisky and the bonded 
liquor warehouses in the United States. Thomas B. Littlepage 
is one of the leading ~ublic-utility lawyers of Washington. 

ADMISSIONS MADE BY Fl!INNING1S LAWYEBS 

.As soon as the Ju~Hciary Committee organized to hear testi
mony, I placed in the RECORD the following admi sions agreed 
to by Fenning's attorneys : 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chalrm:lD, I have had a tentative agreement with 
dlf;tinguished counsel here that will probably aye a great deal of time 
and obviate the nece ity of having certain witnesses brought here. I 
will state the agt·ecment, and it I make a11y mistake I will ask Judge 
Hogan and his assoeiates to correct me as I go along. 

It is agreed, 1\lr. Chairman. that until November 6-
Mr. HOGAN (interposing). "\\ill you state that this is subject to the 

relevancy of the facts prc:ented? 
1\lr. BL.o\XTOX. Of course, the committee will not pay any attention 

to it unle s there are facts developed that will show its relevancy 
later. .As I am ...stating this, unless counsel admit 1t as I go along, it 
is not agreed to. It I .make a mistake, they will correct me. 

It 1 agreed that up until November 6, 1919, Mr. Frederick .A. Fenning 
acted as an agent for the Washington Gas Light Co., for collectiug 
delinque11t accounts. 

Mr. HERSEY. II ad acted? 
Mr. BLANTO~. That he acted for them up to November 6, 1919, 1n 

collecting delinquent accounts. 
Mt·. HOOA..,'I'. The committee will be good enough to have before it 

the fact, of which you may take judicial notice, 1f I may just u.se that 
term, that Mr. Fenning became Commissioner of the District of Colum
bia on the 5th day of June, 10215, and he held no public office before 
that time except that of an officer of tbe .Army during the war. 

Mr. BLANTOX. That he was duly sworn and took oath as prescribed 
by law on June 5, 1925. 

Mr. HooA~. And not before. 
Mr. BLANTON. It Js further agreed that untn the 8th day of Feb

ruary, 1922, Mr. Fenn1ng held stock in and was a director of the 
Washington Loan & Trust Co., of Washington, D. C., but has not 
been since that date, since February 8, 1922. 

It is further agreed that after severing his coimectlon with the 
Washington Lo:lD & Trust Co. Mr. Fenning became a direetor of the 
National Savings & Trust Co., and held stock ln 1t; and h1 still & 

director and still holds stock in it. 
Mr. YATES. What was the date he took oath? 
Mr. BLANTON. February 8, 1922. 
Mr. YATES. No; I mean the date when be wa1 appointed commis

sioner. 
Mr. BLANTON. June ~. 1925. 
It ts admitted, gentlemen, that for several years Mr. Frederick A. 

li~enning has held stock in and has been a director of and is still a 
director of the Law Reporter Printing Co., of Washington, D. C., of 
which Mr. Chapin Brown is now president. · 

l\Ir. HoGAN. That is a journal that publishes the decisions of courts, 
an official court journal. 

1\Ir. BLANTO~. It is admitted, gentlemen, that for a number of 
years Mr. Fennlng has held one share of stock In and has been a 
director of and attorney for the .Joseph Gawler's Sons, undertaking 
establishment, which is a corporation here in Washington. 

It is admitted, gentlemen, that for a number of years Mr. Fenning 
has held one share of stock in and has been a director of and attorney 
for the Laurel Sanitarium. 

M:r. HoGAN. There is no admission of hls being attorney for the 
Laurel Sanitarium. You can develop that, but we can not make the 
admission. I am not advised tbat he served in any capacity 1'or tho.t 
sanitarium. If I find anything later, I wm let you know. 

Mr. BLA -'foN. What about his owning the stock? 
Mr. HOGAN. He holds a qualifying share of stock as director. 
Mr. BLA.t.._,.TON. Then it Js admitted, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Fenning 

owns n qualifying share of stock and is a di.rector of the Laurel Sani
tarium. I will ask for witnesses Inter on the question o1' whether or 
not be is attorney for them. 

Mr. PERL~IAN. Where is that sanitarium 7 

LXVIII--236 

Mr. BLANTO!>l. It is near Laurel, Md., and It Is a sanitarium to which 
mental defectives have been sent and incarcerated. 

Mr. HERSEY. That ts outside of the District? 
Mr. BLANTON. It is about 16 miles from here. But the presidenfl 

of it lives here in Washington; be is a resident of the District o1' 
Columbia. 

The CHAIRMA...,.., You say .that he was a stockholder or attorney for it 1 
Mr. BLANTON. He owns a qualifying share of stock and is a director 

ot it, but C<>unsel desires to wait awhile before making any other 
admission. 

I call the committee's attention to section 5498 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which, if I am not mistaken, has come 
down as article 109 of the Penal Code of the United States. 

Mr. HOGaN . .As 5498 it was repealed and substantially reenacteu as 
section 109 of the United States Criminal Code. 

Mr. BLaNTON. And you will find in it this language : 
" Every officer of the United States, or· persons holding any place of 

trust or profit, or discharging any official function under or in con
nPctlon with any executive department of tbe Government of the United 
"'tates, or under the Senate or House of Representatives of the United 
States, who acts as an agent or attorney for prosecuting any claim 
against the United States, or in any manner or by any means, other
wise than in the discharge of his proper official duties, aids or assists 
in tbe prosecution or support of any such claim, or receives any gra. 
tuity or any share of or interest in any claim from any claimant! 
against the United States with intent to aid or assist, or in considera
tion of having aided or assisted, in the prosecution of such claim, shall 
pay a fine of. not more than $5,000 or suft'er imprisonment of not more 
than one year, or both." 

1'he CHAIRMAN. It is your contention, Mr. BLANTON, that Mr. Fen· 
ning is an officer of the United States? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. It is, and I will produce at your next meeting a brief 
which I am sure will prove that beyond peradvanture of doubt. 

Mr. PERLMA..'I'. You say that section 109 covers lli. Fenning? 
Mr. BLANTo~. It does cover Mr. Fennlng; in other words, be is such 

an official of the United States Government 8.B that statute will 
apply to. I also contend, gentlemen of the committee, that the follow
ing section hlll'l been violated by Mr. FenDing, and I shall offer proof on 
that point. 

'.rhe CHAIRl\UN. What section is that? 
Mr. BLANTON. That is section 500 of Title V of the World War 

>eterans' act, approved June 7, 1924, as amended by the act approve4 
:\1arch 4, 1925, found on page 35 of the compilation of veterans' laws; 
which may be found in the document room in the Capitol and which 
reads as follows : 

" SEc. 600. Except in the event of legal proceedings under section 19, 
of Title I of this act, no claim agent or attorney except the recognized 
representatives of the American Red Cross, the American Legion, the 
Disabled American Veterans, and the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and 
such other organizations as shall be approved by the director shall be 
recognized in the presentation or adjudication of claims under 1'itles 
II, lll, and IV of this act, and payment to any attorney or agent for 
such assistance as may be required in the preparation and execution ot 
the necessary papers in any application to the bureau shall not exceed 
$10 in any one case : Provided, houever, That wherever a judgment or 
decree shall be rendered in an action brought pursuant to section 19 
of Title I of this act, the court, as a part of its judgment or decree, 
shall determine and allow reasonable fees for the attorneys of the suc
cessful party or parties and apportion same if proper, said fees. not to 
exceed 10 per cent of the amount recovet·ed and to be paid by the 
bureau out of the payments to be made under the judgment or decree 
at a rate not exceeding one-tenth of each of such payments until paid. 
Any person who shall, directly or indirectly, solicit, contract for, 
charge, or receive, or who shall attempt to solicit, contract for, charge, 
or receive, any fee or C<>mpensatlon, except as herein provided, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for each and every offense shall be 
punishable by a fine of not more than $500 or by imprisonment at hard 
labor for not more than two years, or by both such fine and imprison· 
ment.'' 

SPECIFIC CHARGES AND THEIR PROOF 

Inasmuch as cha1.·ges Nos. 1, 2, 21, 22, 23, and 24 all relate 
to the violation of the two laws quoted above, I will insert all 
six of such charges at this time so that they may be considered 
together as the evidence which proves the last five also proves 
the first one : 

CHARGE NO. 1 

I charge that the aid Frederick A. Fenning, after being appointed 
to such office by the President of the United States~ and after he had 
taken the prescdbed oath and assumed the duties of tbe office of Com
missioner of the District of Columbia, violated his oath and the law 
by violating the provisions of section 54{)8 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, ln that be acted as attorney and r.eceived fees and 
commissions in violation of such law, the penalty prescribed for such 
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violation being a ftne of not more than - $5,000 an() imprisonment for 
not more than one year. 

CHARGE NO. 2 

charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has violated the pro• 
'visions of section 500 of Title V of the World War veterans' act of 
1924 as amended by the act of March 4, 192u, which provides that 

' respecting compensation and insurance claims flied in said United 
· States Veterans' Bureau for adjudication and not prosecuted in courts 
' no attorney shall r eceive a fee of more than $10 in any one case, the 
venalty prescribed for its violation being a fine of not more than $500 
and imprisonment at hard labor for not more than two years. 

CHARGE NO. 21 

I charge that snld Ft·ederlck A. Fenning, whUe Commission(>r of tlle 
District of Columbia, on June 10, 1925, l'epresented a client and as 
attorney filed in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia a 
petition in lunacy, case No. 10890, and as such attorney caused 
Michael Flaherty to be adjudged of unsound mind, and in his petition 
had himself recommended for committee, and had himself appoint(>d as 
such committee, after which, as such, he prosecuted a claim against 
the Government of the United States, and on June 20, 1!>25, reported 
to the court that he had received from the United States Navy the sum 
of $565.80 as back pay due said Flaherty, and that he expect(>d to 
receive from the United States Navy the sum of $94.30 each mouth 
thereafter as pay due his said ward. 

CBABGil NO. 22 

I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning, while Commissioner ol' the 
District of Columbia, on September 22, 19~5, app(>ared in the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia as an attorney for a client whose 

-business be had solicited and as such attorney filed a p(>tition in lunacy, 
case No. 11041, seeking to adjudge Richard M. Norris of unsound mind, 
said Fenning in his said petition alleging " that Richard M. Norris is 
entitled to war-risk comp(>nsation monthly, the amount not yet known," 
which showed that to recover same it would be necessary for him to 
prosecute a claim before the Veterans' Bureau, and as such attorney 
said Fennlng bad said Norris adjudged of unsound mind, aud as said 

· attorney said Fenning did prosecute such claim before said United 
States Veterans' Bureau, tn violation of law, and had such claim 
allowed, and on January 20, 1926, as such attorney said Fenning made 
report to the court showing that his client had recelvPd a check from 

· the United States Veterans' Bureau and had deposited it in the said 
National Savings & Trust Co. 

CHARGE NO. 23 

I charge that the said Frederick A. F'ennlng, whlle Commissioner of 
the District of Columbia, appeared in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia as attorney for his client, which business he solicited, and 
on tlle 20th day of October, 1925, filed a petition in lunacy case No. 
11092 seeking to adjudge I''rancis D. Allen of unsound mind, and in 
such petition recommending that he be appointed committee, and said 
Fenning alleging in his aid petition that the said Allen is entitled to 
recO'Ver from the United States Navy retired pay of $150 per month as 
a lieutenant in the Navy, and that, as such attorney, said l'~rederick A. 
Fenning tried said case on November 20, 1925, and caused said Allen 
to be adjudged of unsound mind, and caused himself to be appointed 
committee, and that on December 9, 1925, said Frederick A. F enning 
r eported to the court by his sworn pleading that he had received from 
St. Elizabetbs Hospital $116.55 due said Allen, and that be expected to 
t·eceive from the United States Navy 150 per month as r etired pay 
due s~id Allen, and that be expects to receive certain funds said Allen 
has on deposit in a New York bank, and that be expects to receive 
proceeds from the sale of certain lots said Allen owns in New York, 
a11d tha t be expects to recover n refund of a depo it which said Allen 
made on a house in Pennsylvania, and upon all of which proceeds 
said Feuning will unlawfully receive at least 10 per cent annually. 

CHARGE NO. 24 

I charge that the said Frederick .A. Fennlng, while a Commissioner 
of the Dis trict of Columbia, appeared as an attorney for his client 
tn tbe Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, and on December 
2, 1925, filed a petition in lunacy case No. 11137 in said court, seeking 
to adjudge Charles L. Cunningham as of unsound mind; that the case 
was tried on December 4, 1925, and the judgment decreeing said Cun
ningham of unsound mind recites that petitioner appeared as his 
attorney-Frederick A. Fenning-and I charge that on January 27, 
1926, said Comm1ss1onel' Frederick A. Fenning, as said attorney, filed 
with said Supreme Court a petition for his client, stating that petitioner 
bad employed said Frederick A. Fenning and Paul V. Rogers as attor
neys, and asking permission to pay them their fee of $150, and that 
on that same day, January 27, 1926, said Frederick A. Fenning secured 
a signed order from Chief Justice McCoy autllorlzing the payment 
of said $150 fee to said Frederick A. Fennlng and Paul V. Rogers, 
as attorneys, and that said Fenning received such fee in violation of 
the laws hereinbefore mentioned, an~ that on said January 27, 1926, 
said Frederick A. Fenning filed a petition for hta cllent showing that 

petitioner had collected from a bank nnd the United States Navy the 
total sum of $1,605.13, which was deposited In said National Savings 
A Trust Co., sald Fanning's bank. 

FREDERICK A. }' ElN:SlNG HAD KNOWLEDGE THA1' HIS rnACTICE WAS 

UNLAWFUL 

During the World War Frederick A. Fenning secured a 
swivel-chair job in the Quartermaster Cprp · here in 'VaRh
ington. I , ... m now quote from the hearings evidence I offered 
to Rhow that he was notified then that he could not practice 
before governmental departments, and al o showing that as 
soon as he became commi 'sioner after the war he was so 
notified again: 

M1·. BLANTON. I hnve submitted this document to coun ~el. 
l\lr. HOGAN. I have no objection to this [indicating paper]. 
1\Ir. IIEttSEY. What ls it? 
Mr. BLA~To:s- This Is a certificate from tbe Commissioner of 

PE>ns!ons. 
~lr. HOGAN. Read it all. 
Mr. BLANTo:s-. Yes; I wlll read it all. Anti Jn order for the com

mittee to see the significance of it I would llke to can their attention 
to the fact that my contention ls thnt in this file [indicating] Mr. 
Fennlng acknowledges that, being a Commissioner of the District, he 
is such an officer <>f the United States that he can not practice b(>fore 
the department. 

I wl11 first read the certificate: 

DEl'AR'l'MJil.ST OF THill IN'l'ETIIOR, 

PENSION BuREAU, 
Washington, D. 0., May 13, 1926. 

I, Winfield Scott, Commissioner of Pensions, hereby certify that the 
attached page , numbered 1 to 6, inclusive, are true copies of the 
originals thereof, on file in the Pensions Bureau, in the attorneyshlp 
files of Frederick A. Fenning, of Washington, D. C., admittE'd to prac
tice before said bureau as an attorney, as therein set fot·th. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and 
caused the seal of the Pension Bureau to be affixed, the day and yea1· 
above written. 

[SEAL.) 

~ow, this is the card: 

\VI:SFIELD SCOTT, 
Commi~aioner of Pensio111J. 

" Fennlng, Frederick A., attorney, Washington, D. C. Admitted 
Xovember 6, 1909. Prohibited, section 109, Penal Code, July 5, 1917. 
Restored Ma1·ch 16, 1919. Prohibited, section 109, Penal Code, June 
5, 1925," 

Then I will read this letter 1 

JULY 10, 1917. 
Mr. FBEDK. A. FEXN ING1 

Washtngton, D. 0. 
Sm: This bureau is in receipt of information that you have been 

accepted in the Officers' Reserve Corps of the United States Army, and, 
if said information is correct, you are requested to so inform the bureau 
and give the date- of your commission, in order that the r ecords of the 
bureau may be noted as to your prohil>ition from practicing befot·e it. 

Please return this letter with your reply, which may be transmitted 
unue1· cover of the inclosed envelope, without t he payment of postage. 

Respec tfully, 
G. :iU. SALTZGABER, Commissioner. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Wash ingtof~, .Attgllst 21, 191"1. 
The COMliiiSSIO:-.<ER OF PE~SIONS : 

Sin: I have to advise you that Frederick A. Fenning, ol' Washin~;ton, 

D. C., who was admitted to practice as attorney for claimants Noveml>er 
6, 1909, has accepted office under the United States as captain, Quar
termaster Department, United States Reserves . You will t herefore not 
recognize him as having the right to r epresent claimants as an attorney 
in your bureau until further or<lcrs. 

By direction of the Secretary. 
Respectfully, 

Prohibited July 5, 1917. 
E .T. AYEHS, Ollie:( Cle-rk. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE 1::-<'rERIOR, 

Washington, Ma1·ch 24, 1919. 
T})e COliU.fJSSIONEil OF PENSIONS : 

Sm: Referring to d'epartment letter of August 27, 1917, advising you 
that Frederick A. Fenning, of Washington, D. C., bad accepted omce 
under the United States as captain, Quartermaster Department, United 
States Reserves, I have to !!!tate that Mr. Fenning was honorably dis
charged as major, Quartermaster Cor·ps, on March 15, 1919; you will 
therefore recognize him as entitled to represent claimants as an attor· 
ney before your bureau from Mal'Ch 16, 1919. 

Respectfull1, 
Jll. J. AYERS, Ollief Clerk. 
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Here ls a letter written on the letterhead of . the Commissioners of 

-· the District of Colombia, with the nama Frederick A. Fenning at the 
top of 1t: 

JULY 6, .1921i, 
The CoMMISSIONER oF PENSIO!irs, 

Pension Office, WMhinoto-n, D. a. 
l\IY DEA.R MB. COMMISSIONER: On June 15, 1925, I tool;i: the oath Of 

office as Conimissioner of the District of Columbia. For many years I 
have been entitled to practice before your bureau, but to the best of my 
knowledge I am attor.ney in no pending causes before your bureau 
except that ol my brother-in-law, John l\f. Boone, original number 
1517466. Will you please advise me as to whether my present position 
bars me from the further prosecution of the said claim? I may add 
that 1t any fee is ollowed me in connection with the said claim, I pro
pose to indorse the fee check over to the claimant, but I suppose this 
feature does not enter into the real Question as to whether I should 
further act in the matter. 

Yours sincerely, 
F. A. FENNING, 

aomtnissloner, Dfstrwt of Colwnbia. 

This is a letter from the Commissjoner of Pensions to !.ir. FenDing 1 

JULY 10, 192CS. 
lion. FREDERIC:K A. Flt:SNING, 

Mu·nwipaZ BuUcling, Wa.shington, D. a. 
SIR: In response to your communication of the 6th instant I have to 

advise you that -you are correct in the opinion that~ since your ap
pointment on June 5, 1925, as a Commissioner of the District of 
Columbia, you are no longer entitled to prosecute any -claim for 
pension. 

Section 109 of the United States Penal Code (35 Stat. L.) pro
vides as follows : · 

" Whoever, being an officer of the United States, or a person hold
ing any place of trust or "profit, or discharging any offietal function 
under1 or in connection with, any executive department of the Gov
ernment of the United States, or under the Senate or House of Rep
resentatives of the United States, shall act ns an agent or attorney 
for prosecuting any claim against the United States, or in any manner, 
or by any means, otherwise than in discharge of biB proper official 
duties, shall aid or assist in the prosecution or support of any such 
claim, or receive any gratuity, or any share <lf or interest ·in any 
claim from any claimant against the United States, with Intent to 
aid or assist, or In consideration of having aided or assisted, In the 
prosecution of such claim, shall be fined not more than $5,000, or im
prisoned not more than one year, or both." 

Respectfully, 
WINFIELD ScOTT, Oommf,sstoner. 

You wlll note from the foregoing that when Fenning got his 
swivel-chair job in the Army during the war, he was then noti
fied.. by the Pension Bureau that he could not practice, and 
when he was discharged, he had notice that he could resume 
practice ; and the very next day after he became Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia he wrote to the Pension Bureau 
asking whether he could practice if he didn't charge for _it, and 
he was notified distinctly that he could not, and had the law 
cited to him, showing that he would be subject to a $5,000 fine 
and imprisonment for one year. Yet he deliberately violated 
that law, and also the other one quoted by me, by practicing 
before several departments. Fenning became commissioner on 
June• 5, 192~. And here is my proof of his practicing there
after: 

MICHAEL FLAHERTY OASE, CHARGE 21 

.Mr. BLANTON (continuing). I have here the petition that Mr. Fenning 
filed in the Supreme Court of the District on June 10, 1925, lunacy 
No. 10890, in re Michael Flaherty. It says on the back: 

"Petition for writ de lunatico inquirendo and appointment of com
mittee." It says "Filed June 10, 1925 " : and says on the back, 
"Law Offices of Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Building, 1420 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C." 

The petition says : 
"That Michael Flaherty is now, nnd bas been for some time past, a 

patient under tt·eatment for mental disease at St. Elizabeths Hos
pitnl--

" That said Michael Flaherty is entitled to retired pay, United 
States Navy, amount now unknown. 

•· Wherefore, the premises considered, your petitioner n!ks : 
"1. That a writ de lunatico inquirendo be issued by this court. 
"2. That Frederick A. Fenning be nppointed committee of the per

son and estate above named, under such bond as the court may deem 
pr<lper." 

And it is signed "Fred'k. A. Fenning, attorney for petitioner," on 
the side, and also signed by the petitioner and sworn to. 

Mr. DYER. What is the date of that, -Mr. BLANTON? 
Mr. BLANTON. It is filed on Jtme 10, 1925, In the Supreme Court of 

the District of Columbia : and it has this notation on tbG back ' 

- •• Let the writ issue, returnable, June 12, 1925, at 10 a. m. Walter 
I. McCoy, chief justice." 

This <lrder was issued June 22, 1025, and reads as follows 1 

"Ordered, That Frederick A. Fenning be, and is hereby, appointed 
committee of the person and estate of Michael Flaherty, upon his giv
ing approved undertaking in the sum of $2,500, conditioned for the 
faithful discharge of his trust." 

Then I have here this correspoudence, photostatic copies of Mr. 
Fanning's correspondence. 

The first is a letter from Mr. Fenning, reading as follows 1 

LAW 0FF1CJ!1S OB' FREDERICK A. FENNING, 
. Wa.sMn.gton, D. C., juzy 1, 19~5. 

CHID OF THE BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
United States Navy Department, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sra 1 I hiUld you herewith court certificate showing my appoint
ment and Qualification as committee of Michael Flaherty, chief boat
swain's mate, United States Navy, retired, a patient at St. Ellza.beths 
Hospital, with the request that all retired pay due my said ward and 
payments of same to become due be made payable to my order and sent 
to me as such committee. 

Yours very truly, F. A. FENNI~G. 

H. A. L. 

I showed that the Initials u H. A. L." meant Helen A. 
Losano, who was Frederick Fanning's pi1vate secretary in his 
law office. 

Mr. BowLING. All of these papel's, etc., to which you refer are part 
of the records of the · Supreme Court of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes: In the Supreme Court of the District of Co
. lumbia, all of these papers were filed ; the case was filed and every
thing done since he became commissioner. 

Now, I have here a certificate from the Navy Department. I ofl'er 
in evidence a certificate from Admiral Charles Morris, Paymaster Gen· 
eral, United States Navy, in this Michael Flaherty case, reading as 
follows: 

" Memorandum of payments of retainer pay in the case of M.lchael 
Flaherty (CBM (PA) No. 150 82 50 FNR). Retainer pay account of 
F-3-d 2V48. Checks drawn by Capt. George G. Seibels, Signal Corps, 
United States Navy, under symbol 59081, payable to Frederick A. Fen
nlng, committee of the person and estate of Michael Flaherty, 1420 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C., as follows." 

Then the first cheek is dated July 14, 1925, for $565.80. Then there 
are 10 other checks, payable each month from July 31, 1925, on down 
and including April 80, 1926, one each month of $94.30, duly certified. 

Then the next paper is filed July 20, 1925, and reads as follows : 
"The report of Frederick A. FenDing, committee in this cause, 

respectfully shows the court-
" 1. That he bas received naval retainer pay due his ward from Jllllu

ary 1 to June 80, 1925, in the sum of $565.80, which amount has 
been deposited In the National Savings & Trust Co. to the credit <lf 
F. A. Fenning, committee of Michael Flaherty: and the committee 
expects future payments of retainer pay o.t the rate of approximately 
$94.80 per month and funds from St. Elizabeths Hospital, held to the 
credit of the ward, in the amount of $1,558.55.,. 

That Is signed by Frederick ~. Fenning, and sworn to before Helen 
A. Losano, notary public. 

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Fanning was acting as his own attorney in that 
matter? 

Mr. HoGAN. He was acting as committee. 
Mr. BLANTON. As committee and as attorney both. 
Now, I want the committee to keep this In mind: That you will find 

in all these cases, In the report from the clerk of the court, and in the 
papers, numerous charges for notary fees out of the wards' estates
a number of notary fees in each case; and I am making the contention 
there that he does not disclose to the court or to the auditor that this 
notn.ry is his own employee in his office, and has been for several years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think that would make any difl'erence? 
Mr. BLANTO~. Yes ; if those notary fees amount to a considerable 

sum every year, such as would pay her salax·y. 
RICHARD M. NORRIS CASE-CHARGE 22 

Mr. BLANTON (continuing). I have here, first, the legal docket, the 
back of which is indorsed as follows: 

" Law offices of Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Building, 1420 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. Filed September 22, 1925. Peti
tion for writ de lunatico inquirendo and appointment of a committee." 

1\Ir. HOGAN (interposing). It is the same as the other. 
Mr. BL.L~TO'N. The first paper starts out, "The petition of Elizan 

Norris" respectfully shows the court. · 
Then it says that " Richard M. Norris is now and has been for some 

time past a patient under treatment foo: mental disease at St. Eliza
beths Hospital, etc. Tbat said Richai'd M. Norris is entitled to war
risk compensation, monthly amount not yet known." 

And then comes the affidavit of the physicians,. and next is .the ver
dict of the jury, starting with . the words, "Now comes here as well 
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the petitioner by her attorney, Frederick A; . FenDing, as the alleged 
lunatic in p(>rson," and so on. 

Then follows the order appointing committee, and then I am going to 
read to you a certificate from the Veterans' Bureau showing what was 
done by Mr. l!,enning thereafter. The certificate shows that these are 
photostatie copies of records in the file of the case of Richard M. 
Norris. 'l'he first letter is as follows: 

LAw OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FmN~ING, 
~ Neto York Avenue, Ootober 1G, 1925. 

Memorandum for the United States Veterans' Bureau. 
In re: Ulchard M. Norris, C-1376146. 

Find herewith certified copy of order of court showing the appoint
ment and qualification of my client, Ellzan Norris, as committee of her 
husband, the above-named veteran, who was admitted to St. Elizabeths 
Hospital for treatment about July, 1925, with the request that compen
sation be awarded said Richard M. Norris and the same paid to her as 
his committee. The committee's address is 886 W Street NW., Wash
ington, D. C. 

F. A. FENNING. 

Now, 1f the committee will remember, there is no case of a com
mittee het·e ; 1t ts the case of an attorney presenting this to the depart
ment for his client. 

Mr. HOGA~. Are you putting in evidence or are you arguing the case? 
1\lr. BLANTON. I am calling the attention of the committee to the 

fact that this letter says "my client," so there is no question here that 
be ls not an attorney. 

I have here a letter from the Veterans' Bureau, dated October 22, 
1!>25, rf'ading as follows : 

" Iu reply refer to R. 12.31, Norris, Richard M., C-137~146 
"UNITED STATES VE'IERANS' BUREAU, 

u Washinoton, Oct!WI»' BB, 19h 
"Mt·s. RICHARD M. NORRIS, 

u Washington, D. a. 
" DEll! MADAM : You are informed that the statement dated September 

2u, 1025, signed by two persons stating that you and your husband 
have liV"ed continuously together and have not been divorced ls not an 
affidavit. 

"It will be necessary that you forward an affidavit giving thts 1nfo1·ma
tion, sworn to before a notary public. It is also requested that a vert
fled copy of the official record of your marriage be forwarded to thts 
office eertified to by the clerk in charge of the records." 

Thrn I have here a letter dated October 31, 1925, from the United 
States Yeterans' Bureau, addressed to Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, attor· 
ney at law, reading as follows: 

"R. 12.31, Norris, Richard M., C-1375146 

"OC'l'OBJIJR 31, 1925. 

"Mr. FREDERICK A. FENNJNG, 
u Attorney at Late, Washington, D. 0. 

" DEAR SIR: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of October 16, 
1925, forwarding a certified copy of the court order appointing Mrs. 
Elizan ~orris as committee of the estate of her husband, Richard M. 
Norris, who ts at the present time a patient at St. Elizabeths Hospital, 
Washington, D. C. 

"Under date of October 22, 1926, a letter was addressed to Mrs. Norris 
advising her as to the correct evidence to be forwarded to this office 
relative to her marital status. It is requesteu that this office be fur
nl bed with a verified copy of the official record of the marriage of Mrs. 
Norris to the claimant certified to by the person in charge of tl.Je public 
records. It will also be necessary that an affidavit be forwarded signed 
by two persons stating that Mrs. Norris has lived continuously with her 
husbantl since her marriage and has not been divorced." 

That letter Is signed by the chief of the claims division. 
Here is another letter to Mrs. Ellzan Norris, dated December 4, 1925, 

reading as follows : 

" Mrs. ELIZA.~ NORRIS, 
"8S6 W Street l'lW., ·wasMngtou, D. a. 

"DE.lR MADAM: There is returned herewith the orpcr appointing you 
committee of the person and estate of Richard l\I. Norri.B who. has a 
claim for compensation on file in the Washington regional omce, Upon 
examination it is found that this certificate does not bear the seal ot 
the court. It is thet·efore requested that you have the seal of the 
court attached to this document, and that the same be immediately 
11>turned to the Washington regional office for prompt attention." 

Then. answering that, here is a letter from Mr. Fenning dated De
cember 9, 1925, headed: 

MEMORA~DUM FOR TH1D UNITED STATES VElTERA~S' BUREAU, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

LA. W OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNING, 
Washington, D. a., December 9, 19!11. 

In re Rlchnrd M. Norris, 0-1375146. Your file R. 12.3. 
In accordance with your letter addressed to my client, ~s. Ellzau 

l\orl'is, December '• 1921S, in the case ol. the above descl·lbed, 1 have ba4 

the clerk of the court affix the seal of the court to certificate showing 
the appointment ot said Ellzan Norris as committee of her husband, 
Richard M. Norris, and said certltl.cate is returned herewith, with the 
request that the matter go forward as promptly as possible. 

F. A. FENXINO. 
Here is another letter from Mr. Fenning: 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE UNITED STATES VETERANS' BUUEAU, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNING, 
Washington, D. a., Januat'Y 9, 19f6. 

In re Richard M. Norris, C-187546. Your file R. 12.31. 
I call attention to my memorandum of December 9, 1925, in the aboYe

descrlbed case, and request, on behalf of my client, Mrs. Elizan Norris, 
committee of Richard M. N{)rris, that the matter go forward without 
delay. 

F. A. FEN lNG. 

Here is a letter from the United States Veterans' Bureau, dated 
February ~. 1926, addressed to Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Bttild
ing, 1420 New Yol·k Avenue, Washington, D. C., reading as follows: 

•• This is to advise you that the award of compensation approved 
in favor of Richard M. Norris, by which Mrs. Elizan Norris, committee 
of the estate of this claimant, was allowed $30 per month from Novf'm
ber 1, 192~, was amended, and beginning January 1, 1926, the amount 
of compensation paid to the committee of this claimant was reduced to 
$10 per month, and the remaining $20 w111 be forwarded direct by this 
office to St. Ellzabeths Hospital tor the comforts and necessities of this 
claimant. 

" By direct~on, 
.. N. E. MARTINDA~, 

"Chief Olaim• Ditislon, Regional Office, W-()6Mngton, D. 0." 

You will note that in all three of hls said letters to the Vet
erans' Bureau, Fenning spoke of" my client." 

FENNING'S CLANDESTINE MEETINGS AT NIGHT 

It ls very likely that if I had not gone t<t the precaution of 
having photostat copies of Fanning's letters to the bureau made 
and preserYed tbey might have di ·appeared from the. files. 

Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Your name is Davis G. Arnold? 
Mr. ARNOLD. That is l'lgbt. 
Mr. BLANTON. And your position with the United States Veterans' 

Bureau is wkRt? 
Mr . .A.BNOLD. Assistant to the director and national guardianship 

officer. 
Ml'. BL-ANTON. I will ask you to state whether or not, slnce charges 

were first preferred against 111·. Fenning in the Honse of Representa
tives, touching a case known as the Norris case, whether Mr. Frederick 
A. Fenning arranged with you to get those Norris papers and meet him 
one night down at the United Sta~s Veterans' Bureau? 

Mr. HOGAN. State the facts, please. 
Mr. BLANTON. Answer that, yes or no ; is that a fact or not? 
Mr. ARNOLD. In substance; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. In substance that is correct? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did be not meet you at the Veterans' Bureau .at night? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Regarding those papers? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. • 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. You got them at his request and had them in your 

office? 
Mr . .ARNOLD. I did, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO"!'i. Did you know, Major, that there had been a photo-

stat taken of all the papers in that file at that time? 
Mr. ARNOLD. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You did not know that? 
Mr. ARNOLD. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did be know it? 
Mr. Al!NOLD. I do not know it now. 

GOT BNOUGH OF HOGAN'S CONTINUAL Sll!CASi'IC INTERRUPTIONS 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, there have been two sets of photostats taken of 

them ; I w111 let you know that. 
Mr. HOGAN. We have had some comment about persons not testifying 

when they were not under oath. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, there is so much of that here by other counsel 

that they are not ln a position to complain. 
Mr. DYEB. The committee, of course, will have to try to separate the 

evidence from the comment and arguments. 
Mr. BLANTON. I know this is disagreeable to them. 
Mr. HOGAN. There is no justification for that statement, and Jt is no t 

true. 
ldr. BLANTON. Mr-. Chairman, there is a whole lot of barking here. 
Mr. Dua. Let us proceed. 
Mr. HIIRB»Y. Go on. 
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Mr. HOGAN. Those statements can not go on without calling for 

some reply. 
Mr. BLANTON. Of course, I do not mind that talk. Of course, any 

common cur can bark at a man, and you can not stop tt. 
Mr. DYER. Proceed. 
Mr. BLANTON. What time of ·day do the G<lvernment employees leave 

the otllce ln the afternoon? 
Mr . .an...--.oLD. Four thirty. 
Mr. BLANTON. Four thirty? 
Mr. ABNOLD. Yes, sir. 
l\.lr. BLANTON. That is the closing hour, is 1t not, Major? 
Mr. ARNOLD. For practically all. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; 4.80? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And what time was 1t that night that you met Mr. 

J!'enning about these Norris papers? 
Mr . .ARNOLD. About 7.30. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is about three hours after closing time, is it 

not? 
Mr. AR:-<OLD. Substantially. 
Mr. BLANTON. He looked at the letters he had written? 
Mr. ARNOLD. He asked about those three letters be had written, and I 

showed them to him.. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes: you showed him the three letters he wrote to the 

department? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And that was after you bad seen in the press the fact 

that he was charged with practicing before the department in the Norris 
. case, was it not? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I think I had seen that; yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. DYER. When was this, Mr. Witness? 
Mr. ARNOLD. It was two or three days after Mr. BLANTON called the 

attention of the House to the Norris case. 
Mr. DYER. It was this year? 
Mr. ARNOLD. Yes,_ $1r. 
Mr. BLANTO~. That is all, Major Arnold. 
Mr. GORMAN. Well, is there any charge here that there were papers 

missing in this case? 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, I th1nk--- -
Mr. HOGAN (interposing). Of course, the answer is, No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, the answer is, Yes. 
Mr. HOGAN. There is no such charge. 
Mr. BLANTON. In this case the answer is, Yes. 
Mr. GORMAN. Have you any witness who will testify to that? 
ltfr. BLAN'JCON. There was a Congressman here yesterday who testlfted 

und.er oath that his files had been broken into and important papers 
were missing. Did the gentleman not hear that? 

Mr. GORMAN. He sa,td some papers had mysteriously disappeared in 
his files in particular cases ; but he made no statement that his otllce 
had been broken into. 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not say his o1Hce; I said his files had been broken 
into ; that is what he said. 

Mr. GORMAN, No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, have Mr. GREEN brought here, please? 

I want to determine that question. 

WHAT CONGRESSMAN GREEN HAD SAID UNDER OATH 

Mr. BLANTON. You are a Representative in Congress from the State 
of Florida? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes i second district. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will ask you whether during the last year you have 

made any demand on Mr. Fennlng to let the guardianship of this boy, 
Fred C. Hall, be transferred from him to his father in Florida? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. BLANTON, the first request I made, I find from the 
files, for this transfe1• or for a change of guardian from Fanning to his 
father, was made directly to the Veterans' Bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you have any communication with Mr. Fenning, 
either by telephone or letter, about it? 

Mr. GREEN. I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Read it. 
Mr. GREEl'{. It is embodied in a letter from the bureau to me. The 

original telegram was lost from my files as, very mysteriously, other 
letters in this case have disappeared from my files. 

Mr. BLANTON. There have been other letters disappeared from yom 
files? 

Mr. GREEN. There have been, and the files have been unlocked. 
Mr. DYER. Do you remember what it was, in substance? 
Mr. GREEN. That he acknowledged receipt of the following telegram 

of March 16, 1925: 
" Fred C. Hall, veteran, patient St. Ellzabeths Hospital, Washington, 

D. C., desires transfer to Hospital No. 6, Augusta, Ga. His parents, 
L. A. Hall and Mary Hall, desire transfer near his Florida home. His 
iUardian is F. A. FenDing, Washington, D. C. Want itemized account. 
Also want ~uardian dismissed and natm·al father appointed. .. 

That was my telegram to the bureau. The bureau then wrote me, 
saying they bad examined him and desired to keep him here. 

Mr. BLANTON. Have you ever made demand on Mr. Fenning for the 
transfer? 

Mr. GREEN. I have ; but I find from my files that the first demand 
was made in a letter to the Veteruns' Bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am talking about Mr. Fenning. 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. HOGAN (interposing). I will give you all the letters. You need 

not tell about what you got. You sent this letter to Mr. Fenning, did 
you not? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. HOGAN (reading) I 

FEBRUARY 18, 1926. 
Mr. FREDERICK A. FENNING, 

Flvans Butld#.ng, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR · MR. FENNING: With reference to your favor of February 12, 

beg to advise that I have had a personal conversation with General 
Hines in this matter, and have decided to insist upon the transfer of 
Fred C. Hall from St. Ellzabeths Hospital, Washington, D. C., t~ United 
Stat~s Veterans' Hospital No. 62, Augusta, Ga. Therefore, I most 
respectfully and finally request that you effect this transfer immediately. 

In the event, from any cause, there is any delay or hold-up in this 
matter, kindly advise me promptly. I am advising the father of Fred 
C. Hall to·day that his son will be transferred immediately. 

Very truly yours, 
R. A. GREEN, 

Membet· of Congress • 

[Excerpt from letter from GREEN to Fenning, dated March 16, 1926] 

• • I might say, in connection herewith, that this boy's father 
has recently died, and said death was, in all probability, caused largely 
from grieving QVer your refusal to make this transfer, as he so kindly 
and repeatedly requested. The mother and the brothers of this man 
now repeat their urgent request for the transfer, and I sincerely trust 
that you will not compel me to have this transfer made by congressional 
action. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. A. GREE:-1, 

Member of Oongt·ess. 
Mr. GREEN. There is another letter you wrote me about getting per

mission to be appointed. Have you a copy of that? 
Mr. HOGAN. I have not. · 
Mr. GREEN. That letter hn.s disappeared from my files. He wrote me 

a letter that he had written Hall's parents to be appointed guardian for 
Hall when I demanded to know bow he was appointed. 

Mr. BLANTON. That letter disappeared from your files? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Together with others? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are positive you received such a letter from Mr .. 

Fenning? 
Mr. GREEN. And commented freely upon it in my office to my two 

secretaries. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he did admit be had written to Fred Hall's par. 

ents to be appointed? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 

[Excerpt of letter from GREEN to Fenning, dated May 9, 1925] 

DEAR SIR: In letter sent by Veterans' Bureau of Washington, D. C., 
to subdistrict office, Jacksonville, Fla., said letter dated February 10, 
1925, showed that you had to credit of above-named veteran the amount 
of $9,229.89. 

In letter sent by you to L. H. Hall, father of said Fred C. Hall, said 
letter dated February 12, 1925, showed that you had to credit of said 
veteran the amount of $10,990. 

We can not understand why this great difference exists; please ex
plain same and tell us just what you had at that tlme for this veteran, 
and just what you now have. 

FREDERICK FENNING DID RECEIVE FEES 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is Paul V. Rogers? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is correct. 
Mr. BLA..NTON. You have been associated in business, one way or 

another, with Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, for bow long? 
Mr. RomaRs. We have bad joint law otllces for five years. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fenning's offices are in the Evans Building? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. He has one reception room where Miss Helen A. 

Losano usually stays? 
Mr. ROGERS. Th.a t is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. Leading out of that reception room, in one direction, 

Is Mr. Fanning's otllce? 
.Kr. ROOlilBS. That is correct. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Leading out of that reception room in the other di-

rection is your otllce? 
Mr. RoGERS. That Is correct. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Is that not the fact? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is the fact. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And for the last five )'ears you have attended to many 

pieces of legal work for Mr. Fenning? 
Mr. ROGERS. I have. 
Mr. BLANTON. You attended to his business for courtesy, without 

any pay? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is correct. 
Mr. BLA:l't--ro~. That is right? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. AU of his business? 
Mr. ROGERS. You are talking about generally speaking. 
Mr. BL.L"'<TON. I mean generally. 
Mr. ROGERS. There are a great many cases where Mr. Fanning and 

I have been associated together from the inception of the case and, 
in those cases, we divided the fee. 

Mr. BLANTON. How many of such cases? 
Mr. ROGERS. Ob, I could not tell you. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, name some of them where you have divided the 

fee equally-50-50. 
Mr. RoGERs. Well, there are one or two of those lunacy cases. 
Mr. BLAXTON. Which ones of them; name them? 
Mr. Roomns. The Cunningham case. 
Mr. BLANTON. The Cunningham case; that is one? 
Mr. ROGERS. And the Norris case. 
Mr. BLANTON. And the Norris case? 
Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, between you, you got $150 fee paid in one of 

those cases, did you not? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. Which one? 
Mr. ROGERS. Cunningham. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, I will get at it in another way. You say ln 

the Cunningham case you got $1150 fee? 
Mr. ROGERS. I did-we did, I say; Mr. Fenning and I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much did you get out of it? 
Mr. ROGERS. $71'i. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much did Mr. Fennlng get out of it? 
Mr. ROGERS. He most have gotten the other $71'i. 
Mr. BLANTON. In the Norris case, bow much did you get? 
Mr. ROGERS. Personally? 
Mr. BLANTON. You and Mr. Fenning, together. 
Mr. ROGERS. $75. 
Mr. BLANTON. You got half of the $71'i? 
Mr. ROGERS. That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much does Mr. Fenning pay for those three 

rooms? 
Mr. RoGERS. I thlnk one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 

sixty; something like that. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much do you pay him a month 'l 
Mr. ROGERS. I pay him $35. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have got a key to all the otllces? 
Mr. ROGERS. Surely. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have free access to all three rooms 'l 
Mr. ROGERS. Yes. 

[From page 401, Gibson committee hearing) 

Mr. BLANTON. Here is the report which Mr. Fenning prepared and 
llelen !Asano took the jurat, showing that the comnrlttee had received
this is January 20, 1926-making report that she has received from 
the United States Veterans' Bureau the allowance requested by her 
attorney, Mr. Fenning, for the aforesaid ward, which amount she has 
deposited in the National Savings & Trust Co.-

Of which we know something. 
How much was she to pay you, Mr. Fennlng, as her attorney! 
Mr. FENNING. In the court services? 
Mr. BLANTO~. Yes. 
Mr. FENNING. She was to pay me for services tn court. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much? 
Mr. FEC"fNING. She was to pay me for services in court and for any 

othE:'r services. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much? 
Mr. FENNING. $75 for court services. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much has she paid you? 
Mr. FENNING. I think $75. 

FRANCIS D. ALLEY CASJ!I, CHARGJIJ 23 

This case clearly illustrates how Doctor White, and his 
subordinate, Doctor Main, pimped for Fenning, by sending him 
business ; how Fenning prostituted his position to get business, 
and how he exploited a sane man locked up in an insane 
asylum. Because Allen tried tQ <:<>lle~t a debt due him from a 

superior naval officer, he was locked up in St. Elizabeths simply 
on orders from the Navy, without a hearing or trial, and then 
Fenning took him and his property oyer. I demonstrated his 
sanity in a public hearing, and he secured habeas corpus pro
ceedings and before a jury of his peers established his sanity, 
and was released by the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, and he has been getting along fine, attending to 
his own business affairs and making mopey ever since. Here 
are the facts : 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is Edward C. Allen! 
Mr. ALLEY. Edward C. Allen; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you live where? 
Mr. ALLEN. 2 South Pine Street, Richmond, Va. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are perfectly at home here with these people, 
Mr. ALLEN. This is my first appearance in court, and I am not 

used to it. 
Mr. BLAl'.'TON. You have lived in Richmond, Va., bow long? 
Mr. ALLEN. Four years. 
Mr. BL.ANTON. Are you a brother of any man 1n St. Ellzabeths? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; Francis D. Allen-Frank D. Allen. 
Mr. BLANTON. How did you first learn that your brother, Frank 

D. Allen, was in St. Ellzabeths? 
Mr. ALLliiN. From a letter written to me from him, that he was a 

prisoner in St. Ellzabeths Hospital. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, if you went out to St. Ellzabeths, state whether 

you went by yourself or with somebody? 
Mr. ALLEN. I went the first time with Mrs. Ptquett. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Piquett is what relation of yours and of Frank 

D. Allen's'l 
Mr. ALLEN. Second cousin. 
1\!r. BLANTON. And Mrs. Piquett lives where? 
Mr. ALLEN. 162 U Street NE., Washington, D. C. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, you and Mrs. Piquett went out to St. Elizabeth& 

Asylum together to see Frank! 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON, Now, with respect to what Doctor Main told you, 1f 

he told you anything about what you would have to do, • tell the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLE~. They told me he was to have an operation; that in his 
case, that the life of his case would be from 30 to 90 days unless an 
operation was performed., and to perfOrm this operation there would 
have to be a guardian appointed. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, with regard to Ws recommending you to see 
anybody if he did do so, state what he said-as to whom be recom
mended you to see. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. told Doctor Main I knew of nobody I could 
appoint as guardian and, if he knew of anybody, I would like for him 
to recommend them to me. He said, "We won't recommend anybody, 
but I will give you the name of Mr. Frederick A. Fenning." That is 
the first time I ever heard of Mr. Frederick A, Fennlng before. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then it was Doctor Main, of St. Elizabeths, who first 
mentioned Mr. Fennlng to you? 

Mr. ALLE~. Who first mentioned blm. He said, "I am not recom
mending anybody, but I will give you the name of Frederick A. Fenning, 
who is a capable man in such cases." 

Mr. BLANTON. Now state whether or not you and Mrs. Piquett went 
to see Mr. Frederick A. Fenning. 

Mr. ALLEN. We did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, with regard to when you went to see him, 

state whether or not you went down there to have him appointed 
guardian or went for some other purpose. 

Mr. HOGAN. Just a moment. What Ws purpose was, I submit, is 
immaterial. Now, what was stated, what did he say to Mr. Fenning, 
and what did Mr. Fennlng say to him; he can state that. 

Mr. BLANTON. Just state what occurred between you and Mr. Fen
ning. When you went there, did you see Mr. Fenning? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did. I went to see Mr. FenDing and I found him there 
by himself in his office. 

Mr. BLL"'<TO!'<. Go ahead. 
Mr. ALLEN. I told Wm about my brother's case; that Doctor Main 

bad called his name for me to see him. I stated his case tUld told him 
I would like to get some information in " regardance " to his money 
affairs; that he had a lot of money, and what he had done with his 
money I did not know, and I did not know whether my brother was a 
millionaire or as poor as I am, which is pretty poor, and t would like 
to get him-I would like to find out something about ht. case, some
thing about it, and just would like him to explain matters to me. 

Mr. BLANTON, What did he say? 
Mr. ALLEN. Why, Mr. Fenning says in getting a lawyHs's appoint

ment as guardian it would have to be a lawyer, or something to that 
effect; I would have to have a lawyer if I was appointed his guardian, 
and it would take money for me to come here to Washington, and 
lawyer's expenses, and such as that; but that he himself could handle 
the case on a percentage basis. 
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Mr. BLANTON. As attorney or guardian, which? 
1\Ir. ALLEN. As guardian. 
Mr. BLANTON. As guardian Y 
Mr. ALLEN. There would have to be a guardian; and 1t I would 

appoint him my brother's guardian he would handle the case on a 
percentage bas~ 

Mr. BLANTON. He would handle it on a percentage basts? 
Mr. ALLEN. He would handle the case on a percentage basis, but he 

would work, otherwise, on a fee basis. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is, if you had somebody else appointed 'l 
Mr. ALLEN. If I was the guardian or somebody else. 
Mr. BLANTON. He would charge you a law fee? 
Mr. ALLEN. He would charge me a law fee; but if I would have him 

appointed guardian he would work on a percentage basis. So to make 
it plain I told him I had no money to throw away, and I wanted him 
to understand thoroughly if my brother had nothing he would get 
nothing. He said that was all right; that he would work on a per
centage basis. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, with regard to what he did to show you his 
qualifications for the office, 1f he did anything, if he showed you the 
files in any other cases, state what he .did. 

Mr. ALLEN. He told me he handled other cases of such cases, and 
he showed me that he handled other cases, quite a few of them, quite 
a number of them. I could not tell how many. 

Mr. BLANTON. He showed you that in the office? 
Mr. ALLEN. He showed me that in the office; yes, sir; and was 

explaining to me of his handling some man's property in New York, 
I believe, a man who had bought some lots up there for $400, or some
thing 11ke that, I think, and he sold the lots for this man, Which 
amounted to several thousand dollars, I think. It was a great big 
interest that was made on the lots. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then, 1t I understand you, he told you that if you 
would let him be guardian he would handle it on a percentage basis? 

Mr. ALLEN. On a percentage basis; yes, air. 
Mr. BLANTON. But if you wanted to be guardian he would charge 

you a lawyer's fee? What did he say, if anything, about being Com
missioner of the District? 

Mr. ALLEN. He says he was appointed commissioner of the District 
by President Coolidge. 

Mr. BLL'ITON. By President Coolidge? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, did he tell you anything about you being able to 

rely on him by reason of that fact? 
·Mr. ALLEN. Yes; he says--well, he told me that to show me that 

he was all right, that he was a man of his word and trustworthy, by 
being District commissioner. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, up to that time, Mr. Allen, had your father ever 
seen Frederick A. Fenning? 

Mr . .ALLEN. He never has to this day, as I know of. 
Mr. BLANTON. Your father is a man how old, about? 
Mr. ALLEN. Well, about 81, I ~hlnk, last 1\Iarch. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he has not been to Wa hlngton, to your knowl

edge, since your brother has been in the asylum? 
l\i'r. ALLEN. My father never was out of the State of Virginia in 

his life. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, it is shown here that on the law papers of 

Mr. Frederick A. Fennlng a petition was prepared and your father 
signed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was that after you saw Mr. Fennlng or before? 
Mr. ALLEN. That was after I saw Mr. Fenning. I never saw that 

paper before. 
Mr. HERSlll¥". Will you give the date? 
Mr. BLANTON. It was the 15th day of October, 1925. 
Mr. HERSEY. Last October? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Now, Mr. Allen, do you or do you not know 

whether or not your father would have signed this if it had not been 
for your trip here? 

Mr. HOGAN. That is objected to. 
Mr. ALLEN. He would not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, if you bad known your brother had a thousand 

dollars equity in property up here in Chester, Pa., and that he had soine 
money in a bank, and that he was going to get about $200, approxi
mately, from the Government each month, and that he was supposed to 
have some lots up in New York--

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And money in a bank in New York, and that Mr. Fen

ning would be allowed 10 per cent, as much as 10 per cent, on all of 
that property be handled, would you have agreed to have let him be 
guardian? 

Mr. HOGAN. I submit that is not testimony. I will leave it with the 
committee. 

1\lr. BLANTON. And he had to have an Qperation i 
Mr. ALLEN. He had to have an operation. 

Mr. BLANTO~. And in order to have an operation he had to have a 
£Uardlan? 

Mr. ALLEN. Had to have a guardian. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, you say Mr. Fenning never made any report to 

you about whether your brother was gettinjt along all right or whether 
he had an operation? 

Mr. ALLlllN. No, sir. 
DOCTOR MAIN LIED ABOUT ALLEN'S CONDITION 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is what? 
Mrs. PIQUETT~ Annie R. Plquett. 
Mr. BLANTON. Are you the Mrs. Plquett whom Mr. Allen mentioned 

,as having gone with him out to St. Elizabeths? 
Mrs. PIQUiilTT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Piquett, when you went to St. Elizabeths th~ 

first time, tell 1! you. went to see Doctor Main. I will bring it right 
down to something that is material; tell what Doctor Main told you 
when you were hunting for Frank Allen. 

Mrs. PIQUETT. Well, he told me he was crazy and they told me that 
he was there, but I could not see him that night. That he was upset 
and unable to be seen. He said he was a very dangerous man and he 
ought to be in an asylum, and that unless I bad come looking for him 
that I would never have found him; that it would have been as if he 
was swallowed up. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. As 1f what? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Unless I came looking for him it would have been 

just as if he was swallowed up; nobody would ever have known where 
he was. 

Mr. BLANTON. You say It would have been as if he was swallowed up? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Absolutely. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he show him to you that day? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir; he said I could not see him. 
Mr. BLA.NTON. Then bow long was it after that before you saw 

Frank? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. I went to see him the next day. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was Frank dangerous? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Not to my knowledge, he was not; he talked to me 

the same as usual . . 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he talk to you then like he talks to you now? 
Mrs. PIQUE'l'T. Well, no; because he was very much excited then l 

he was mad because he was there. 
Mr. BLANTON. He was mad? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. He was mad and very cross about being there. He 

did not say anything unpleasant to me; he was very nice to me. 
Mr. BLA.NTON. Did you see anything about him that would have 

prohibited you from seeing him? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Where did you see Mr. FenDing? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. In his office. 
Mr. BLANTON. Had you ever seen Mr. FenDing before'/ 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was anybody else in his office at that time? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. A stenographer was in and out, I think; a young 

lady. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now just begin, in your own way, Mrs. Piquett, and 

tell the committee everything that you remember that was said to Mr. 
Fenning and everything that Mr. Fenning said to you and Edward J 

just tell the committee ; take your own time and tell it in your own 
way. 

Mrs. PIQUETT. Well, Mr. Allen told him just as he ~aid, that he 
thought his brother had this money and had some property In Long 
Island, some property in Philadelphia, in Chester, and also money, he 
didn't know how much, and he didn't have any Idea how much, but 
he wanted to know-he asked Mr. Fenning just what to do and what 
procedure to take in regard to Frank's estate; that the doctors said 
he must have an operation and we could not handle his money unless 
he had a guardian. 

So Mr. Fenning explained things to him and stated several cases 
where he had made money for his patients, that is, his wards he 
was guardian for, and he also showed us files where he ·had these cases 
and said he would take it on a per cent; if the man had nothing, he 
would not get anything 1 If he did, why, of course, he would get a per 
cent. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you know whether or not Mr. Fenning mentioned 
the President? 

M.rs. PIQUETT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did he say about hlm? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. He said: "The President has asked me to be com

missioner, and I am a very busy man." 
Mr. WELLER. Will you please repeat that, Mr. Stenographer? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. He said: "The President has asked me to be com

missioner and I am a very busy man and, unless I had the help of 
Hr. Rogers I could not handle your· case." 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name was Rogers before ·you were married? 
llra. PIQUETT. Yes. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Now, what did he say to you about what ft would 

be be-st for you and Edward to do; it you did do anything, as to what 
it would cost you, whether it would be more one way or another? 

Mrs. PIQUETT. Oh, well, he said if we employed a lawyer lt would 
cost a great deal more and, H we bad one ln the family appointed 
gunrdian, he would have to employ a lawyer to handle the case, and 
he would charge fees for every little thing he had to do and, If he was 
guardian, that would cover the whole thing-a per cent. 

Mr. BLANTON. If he was appointed guardian, his per cent would cover 
the whole thing? 

Mrs. PIQUETT. Yes; the per cent that he took. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was anything said by Edward as to your ability 

to pay a fee either to the lawyer or guardian 1 
Mrs. PIQ'GETT. Yes; be said be Wll6 poor and did not have any money 

to throw away. 
Mr. BLANTON. From what Mr. Fennlng said, his actions, demeanor, 

and his words, was be· taking the position that It would be cheaper for 
him to act as guardian than as attorney for you? 

Mrs. PrQUETT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STOBBS. Why don't you ask the witness whether he did say it 

would be cheaper or not? 
Mrs. PIQUET:r. Well, he did say it would be cheaper. 
Mr. BowLING. Then you were seeking advice as to whether a guardian 

should be appointed for your brother or not? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BowLING. Now, did you employ Mr. Fennlng upon that occa-

sion-you or your brother? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BOWLING. Not at that time! 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BowLING. What did he ftnally advise you to do after you had 

discussed the matter? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. He said 1t was more advisable to have him as guard

Ian and to have him handle things, rather than for one of the family 
to be appointed as guardian and have the family employ him outside as 
a lawyer. 

Mr. BLANTON. From that date to this has Mr. Fennlng ever written 
you a letter about it? 

Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has he ever come to see you at 162 U Street! 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has he ever made a.ny report to you about Frank? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, slr. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has he ever told you anything about why he did not 

have an operation performed on Frank? 
Mr . PIQUETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he ever tell you anything about how Frank wae 

getting along? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. No, slr. 
Mr. HOGAN. And Mr. Fenning told him that he had been guardian In 

a great number of cases? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Yes. 
Mr. HOGAN. And he had been appointed commissioner and was him

self vt>ry busy, and therefore whatever court proceedings had to be 
taken he would have to have Mr. Rogers to asstst him to attend to It 
for him? 

Mrs. PIQUI:TT. Not those words exactly. 
M1·. BLANTON. Now, the way Mr. Hogan put it, Jt Indicated he would 

haYe to see Mr. Rogers and arrange for him to help him. 
Mr. HOGAN, Oh, no, General; I did not say that. 
Mr. BLANTON. That w.as the inference. "General" fs right. 

[Laughter.] 
Mrs. Piquett, is 1t not a matter of fact that Hr. Fennlng said that 

be already had Mr. Rogers's help, in effect? 
Mrs. PIQUETT. Yes, sir. 

TESTIMONY Oll' MRS. FL-QRI!INCI!l 0. l'ICKBJlLL 

Mr. BLANTON. You are Mrs. Pickrell, of Newport News, Va. 1 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; Newport News. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Pickrell, you are a sister of Frank Allen, who ts 

now in St. Elizabeths Hospital? 
1\frs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Last fall, after there bad been a conference between 

your brother, Edward Allen, and Mr. Fenning, did you receive some 
papers from Mr. Fenning? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. In those papers was there a petition for your father 

to sign? 
Mrs. PICKRJ:LL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. That authorized Mr. Fenning to become committee ot 

your brother ? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mrs. Pickrell, state whether ol' not with those 

papers Mr. Fenning wrote you a letter. 
Mrs. PICKRELL, Yes, 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you know 1\lr. C. C. Berkeley, an attorney, who 
Uvea on Hampton Avenue, East End, Newport News, Va.? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; he Is my lawyer. 
Mr. BLANTON. He is your lawyer? 
Mrs. PICKRmLL. Yes. 
Air. BLANTON. After your father signed that petition and It was 

sent to Mr. Fenning, state whether or not you employed Mr. Berl~:eley 

to take a matter up with Mr. Fennlng in getting you an allowance 
from your bro.ther's estate. 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. At that time did you turn over to Mr. Berkeley this 

letter that Mr. Fenning had written to you? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. Mr. Berkeley bas all of Mr. Fenntng's 

letters. 
Mr. BLANTON. You gave them to Mr. Berkeley? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir; he has my files. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Berkeley got Mr. Fennlng to make an allow-

ance to you of $50? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you paid Mr. Berkeley $50 fee? 
1\Ir·s. PICKRELL. Well, he charged me $50 fee; yes. 
Mr. BLA~N. He charged you $50 fee. Since this hearing bas begun 

you were notified to come down here before tbis committee and bt'lni: 
Mr. Fanning's letters, were you not? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sh". 
Mr. BLANTON. State to the committee whether or not you requested 

Mr. Berkeley to give you those letters so that you could bt1ng them 
down here. 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he give them to you? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. No; he did not give them to me. 
Mr. BLANTON. And be would not give them to you? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. He said it was best for me not to take them. 
Mr. BLANTON. It was best for you not to take them; why? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Because he said Mr. Fenning and he had become great 

friends. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mrs. riCKBELL. And he said he thought he was a very ftne man. 
Mr. BLA.YTON. And he did not want you to injure him? 
Mrs. PICKBELL. He did not say that. 
Mr. BLANTON. Bu.t he did not want to give them to you? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; that ls right. 
Mr. BLANTON. Wlll the committee Issue the subpama duces tecum? 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mrs. Pickrell, your brother was a man of consid-

erable property, was be not? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; be had right much. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he was a man who bought bonds and stocks on the 

New York market, was be not? 
Mrs. PICKBELL. Yes. 
Mr. BLA 'TON. And he bandied considerable money and bonds. He 

was a business man, was he not? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. He has always been a business man. 
Mr. BLANTON, Always? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. He was at Chester, Pa., then, was he not? 
Mrs. PICKRIILL. Yes; and he was ma.king money there. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you knew he had bought a piece of property, did 

you not, from Mrs. Anna Smith? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; from Mrs. Anna Smith. 
Mr. BLANTON. And paid $1,000 down? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. And paid $1,000 down on it. 
Mt·. BLANTON. Do you think your brother is crRzy now, or sane? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Well, I think he is sane. 

_ Mr. BLANTON. You think he is sane. 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you get a letter from him the other day? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Yes; I got a letter from him. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you got that letter here now? 
Mrs. PicKRELL. Yes; I brought that letter here, 
Mr. BLANTON. Is that the letter of a crazy man or a sane man 1 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Well, he writes like n sane man. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you know that he had a bank account in New 

York? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Well, I thought so. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, I do not care to go into that now. 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Well, I had about $2,000 of my brother's money in 

bonds in my bank at one time, and gave it back. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know now, that in addition to his other 

property, Mr. Fenntng Is drawing approximately $200 a month from 
the Nau Department for your brother. Did you know that? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Well, I wondered what had become of the money; I 
did not know. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has he ever reported to you that be was drawing 
approximately '200 a month from the Navy Department? 
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Mrs. PICKRELL. No ; he never did. 
Mr. BLANTO~. He has reported to you that he employed a lawyer 

under order of the court, granted on petition of himself, up at Chester, 
Pa., and paid him $100 to compromise that ease with Mrs. Smith, that 
he accepted $750 back and paid $100 to the lawyer out of that? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. No ; he has not, but I read it in the papers . 
. Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Pickrell, if you had known that you could have 

quRlified yourseJl as guardian of your brother and handled his fun.clB 
and his estate yourself, and that the court would have allowed you, if 
you ltad been entitled to compensation out of his estate, the same com
pensation as you at·e getting now, and also a commission fDr handling 
It as his guardian, would you have agreed to let Mr. Fenning become 
guardian 1f you bad known all of that? 

Mrs. PICKRELL. Not if I could hav.e done it myselt. 
Mr. BLANTON. You would have preferred to have handled 1t yoursell? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Why, sure. 
1\lr. DYER. Where is your brother now? 
Mrs. PICKJtELL. In St. EUzabeths HospitaL 
Mr. DYER. Who is in charge of his estate now? 
Mrs. PICKRELL. Mr. Fenning. 

WHAT ACTUATED LAWYER BERKELEY 

Now I will show why Lawyer , Berkeley refused to let Mrs. 
Pickrell have the letter Fenning wrote her. He was trying to 
shield Fenning, for such letter condemned him. It showed that 
with all of his power and prestige he tailed at fit·st to have 
Frank D. Allen adjudged of unsound mind, and had to take a 
second try at it. I finally forced its production: 
l\frs. FLORENCE PICKRELL, 

811 Twenty-fifth Street, Netcpo~-t News, Va. 
DEAR MBs. PICKRELL : 'l'be case of your brother, Francis D. Allen, 

came on for hearing yesterday morning. Every e1fort was made to 
convince the court that be was of unsound mind, but without avail, and 
the matter went over f.or two weeks. When the caso is heard Friday, 
November 6, 1925, I will further advise you in the premises. 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. FENNI~G. 

THE OFFICIAL COURT RECOnDS 

Mr. BLA~TON (continuiiig). In the case of Francis D. Allen, the 
petition for writ de lunatico inquirendo and appointment· of committee 
says on the back : · 

. " Law offices of Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Building, 1420 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C."-
and then it says-
·~Filed October 20, 1925." 

That is a petition to declare Francis D. Allen a lunatic. It ls a 
petition signed by Robert H.· Allen, and it says, among other things 1 

· " 3. That said Francis D. Allen is entitled to retired pay of $150 per 
month on acount of his services as a lieutenant, United States Navy." 

Mr. BLANTON. Tbis ls a petition that Frederick A. Fenning be ap
pointed committee, and it is signed by him as attorney for the petitioner. 

And then that was signed October 20, 1921:1 ; and the rule to show 
canse was served on this alleged lunatic October 23, 1925. Then comes 
the verdict of. the jury, beginning-

'·' Now here comes as well the petitioner by his attorney, Frederick A. 
FenDing, as the alleged lunatic 1n person." 

And then comes the order appointing Frederick A. FenDing, com· 
mittee, which was made November 24, 1925. 

Then comes the report of the committee, filed December 9, 1921S, 
showing that he has received from the St. Elizabeths ·Hospital per
sonal funds in the sum of $116.55, ·and deposited them in the National 
Savings & Trust Co., of Washington, to the order of. Frederick A. 
Fenning; and that he expects to receive regular monthly payments of 
retired naval pay at the rate of $150 a month for his ward. That Is 
trlgned by Mr. Fenning and sworn to before Helen A. Losano. 

Then there is a petition f.or authority to make expenditures for board 
of ww.·d, tlled February 10, 1926. Then an order authorizing that 
expenditure, filed February 10, 1926. 

Then there is a petition of the sister for monthly allowance, filed 
:March 6, 1926, and an order granting allowance dated March 6, 1926. 

Mr. :MoNTAGUl!l. Did the court or the department grant the order? 
Mr. BLANTON. The court granted it. 
Mr. HoGAN. That was an allowance for the support of the sister, who 

was dependent upon the non compos mentis. 
Mr. BLANTON. It may be of interest for me to read to the committee, 

if the committee will give .me time, this petition. It says: 
"The petition of Frederick A. Fennlng, committee in this cause; 

respectfully ~bows to the court-

And then it recites that said Frank D. Allen purchased from 
¥rs. Annte Smith a lot and residence 1n Chester, Pa:, for $3,800, 
paying $1,000 cash down, and asking fol' permission u employ a 
lawyer to recover back said payment. 

Then, on the same day, February 10, 1926, the court signed the 
order granting that petition. 

Then here is a petition authorizing settlement and payment of. costs 
and attorneys' tees, for $75{)-to accept $i50 . in settlement of the mat
ter, an order authorizing that. And also the order authorizing the eom
mittee to pay a counsel f.ee of $100 to Charles P. Larkin, attorney at 
law, of Chester, Pa., for professional services rendered by him. · 

Mr. MICHENER (interposing). I am with you in what you are at
tempting to do. But do you think 1t would be our function to subpoona 
in these various people and examine them and determine whether or 
not they are sane? 

M1·. BLANTON. I hope you wlll subpama this Francis D. Allen and let 
him tell you how he was shanghaied in there, and yon will think he is 
sane. 

Mr. HoGAN. Can you not shorten it by saying it ls substantially the 
same as the Flaherty case? 

Mr. BLANTON. I think I can shorten lt. It shows that there was paid· 
to Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, committee of. Francis D. Allen, four 
checks !or $141.55 each from November 30, 1925, eaeh month up to 
February 28, 1926, and then on March 22, 1926, there was mailed to 
Mr. Fenning a check f.or $191.25 ; on March 31, 1926, a check was 
mailed to Mr. FenDing for $179.80 ; on April 29, 1926, a check fo1• 
$263.92 was mailed to Mr. Fenning; and on April 30, 1926, a check 
for $17.9.80, was mailed to Mr. FenDing. • 

Mr. HEIRSEY. Do you claim that be was guardian or attorney in tl1at 
matter? 

Mr. HOGAN. Guardian. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, he was acting, in my judgment, as both. 
Mr. HERSEY. Well, be had been appointed guarillan by the court, had 

be not? 
Mr. BLA~TON. Yes, sir. 
This is a photostatic copy of a letter: 

LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNING, 
EVANS BUILDING, 1420 NEW YORK AVENUl!l, 

Washi11.gton, D. 0., November ~. 192.'5. 
CHIEF 011' SUPPLIES AND ACCOU 'TS, 

U111ited States Navy Department, Washit1gton, D. a. 
DEAR Srn : Find herewith court certificate showing my appointment 

and qualification as committee of Lieut. Francis D. Allen, United States 
Navy, retired, with the request that future payments of my said ward's 
retired pay be made to me as committee. 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. FENNING. 

Here is another one on his law-office letterhead: 
LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNING, 

EVANS BUILDING, 1420 NEW YOKK AVENUE, 
WQ..8Mngton, D. a., December 14, Jl)g:J, 

The CHIEF BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUN\rS, 
Navy Depa-1·tment, Wa-shington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR : In accordance with your letter of the 1st instant, in the 
matter of my ward, Francis D. Allen, I return herewith certificate show
ing my appointment and qualification, to which 1 have attached a 
certified copy of. order of court of December 7, 1925, amending caption 
of this cause and confu·ming my appointment as committee of Francis D. 
Allen (or Frank D. Allen). · 

I hope that the matter may now go forward without further delay. 
Yours very tl'Uly, 

F. A. FE~NING. 

Here is another one on his law-om.ce letterhead: 
LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNING, 

EVANS BUILDING, 1420 NEW YORK AVEliiUE, 
Washington, D. a., March 15, 1!128. 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
Navy Depa-rtmen.t, Washington, D. 0. 

GEl>"TLEMEN : You are now paying me, as committee of Frank D. 
Allen, retired pay due him as chief carpenter. It appears that my ward 
was commissioned some time ago as lieutenant (junior gL'ade) and, 
accordingly, I ask that there be paid to me, as his committee, th~ differ· 
ence betwet>n the retired pay of chief carpenter and that of. lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the date that he was commissioned in the latter 
grade and that future payments be made to me, of retired pay, at the 
rate due my ward as lieutenant (junior grade). 

If this matter can not be determined by your ofH.ce, will you please 
refer the-matter to the proper office for determination? 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. FEX~ING. 

AMOUNTS FENNING COLLECTED 

The follDwing checks were iBsued in favor of Frederick A. 
Fenning, committee of Frank D. Allen, and mailed to Mr. 
Fenning direct : 

No-v. 3(), 1925 (to Mr. Fenning tts stated above)--------
Dec. 31, 1925 (to Mr. Fenning as stated above) __ . ______ _ 
Jan. 31, 1926 (to Mr. Fenning as stated above)--------
Feb. 28, 1926 (to Mr. Fennina as stated above) ________ _ 

$141. 55 
141.55 
141.55 
141.55 
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The following checks were fs.sued in favor or Frederick A. 

F'ennlng, committee of Frank D. Allen, and mailed to l\11'. 
Fenning direct-Continued 

Mar. 22, 1926 (to Mr. li'enning as stated above)--------
Mar. 81, 1926 (to Mr. FenDing as stated above)-------
Apr. 24, 1926 (to Mr. ll'enning as stated above>---------
Apr. 30, 1926 (to Mr. Fenning as stated above) _______ _ 

$191. 25 
179. 80 
263.92 
179.80 

Total amount of money issued--------------------- 1, 522. o2 
Plus above-mentioned hospital fund------------------------ 1. 40 

Total debits against Lieutenant (Junior Grade) Allen's pay account ____________________________________ 1,523.92 

B. L. LANKFORD, 
Ll~utena11t (S. 0.). United States Navy. 

And 1t must be remembered that during all of this time that 
Frederick A. Fenning was practicing before these departments 
of Government in direct contravention of law, he was Commis
sioner of the District of Columbia. 

WAS FRANCIS D, ALLEN S.\:-.E OR INSANE? 

As the Judiciary Committee refused to have him brought 
before them for examination I had hlm brought before om• 
Gll>son committee, and to do this I had to overcome every 
obstacle imaginable that St. Ellzabeths doctors threw ln my 
way to preve:qt his showing us that he was sane. They claimed 
that it would be dangerous, that they had confidential reasons 
that they could not disclose, but I forced them to bring him out 
of St. Elizabeths and before us, and he testified: 

Mr. GtBSOY. The committee will be in order. Do you wish to 
proceed? 

Mr. BLANTO:S. Yes. 
Mr. Allen, will you come around here? 

STATEMENT OF FRA."'ICIS D. ALLmN 

Doctor NOYES. May I ask that that examination of patiPnts be in 
executive session? It seems hardly fair to exploit helple s patients 
whom we believe to be sutrering from mental di ea. e, before the 
pubUc. 

~Ir. BLA..."'ITON. • • • It does not behoove the St. Ellzabeths ad
llllnlstration to come here now and demand a closed session. It does 
not look well for Doctor White to demand it. It does not look well 
for Mr. Fenning to demand it. It does not look well for Doctor Noyes 
to demand it, who is really the active man who does all the business 
out in St. Ellzabeths for Doctor White. 

Now, Mr. Allen, do you want an open meeting or a closed one? 
Mr. ALLE:"i. I want an open meeting. 
1\Ir. BLaNTO •. You want your meeting to be held before the people? 
1\Ir. ALLEN. Before the people. 
Mt·. BLANTON. You don't want us- to stay in here and close all these 

people out? 
Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I do not. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that we pay no attention to 

Doctor Noyes's suggestion. • • Here is a mau who is a retired 
lieutenant of the United States Navy. He hns the rank of captain 
in the United States Army. He will take care of himself here. 
Doctor Noyes need not be uneasy about anybody exploiting thi.s man. 

Mr. ALLE~. J have a good record. 
Mr. BLANTON. There will be no danger about his belng embarrassed. 
Doctor NoYEs. I should like to say that when I am asking this it 

is only for the protection of these patients. 
Mr. GIBSON. You wanted to give us a diagnosis of their cases? 
Doctor NOYES. Yes; a diagnosis. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. I . want this committee to diagnose these cases, and 
want the people of 'Vashington to diagnose them. 
Docto1· NOYES. You see, the proper nature of their diseases can not 

be explained to the committee, I believe, unless it is explained by some 
one who has had professional training. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. That will come later. I make a point of order that 
this--

Mr. GtBsox. He is a doctor and it would not be out of order-
MJ.·. BLANTON. Your defense can come in later. 
l\Ir. GIBSON. This i.s not exactly in the nature of a defense. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; it is. 
Mr. GIBSON. It is an explanation of their situation and their con

dition. 
Mr. BLA "TON. I see that they have brought their manhandler here-

Taylor-on whom Strangler Lewis hasn't anything at all. I will put 
him up against Strangler Lewis any day. 

Mr. ALLiilN. He choked me many times. 
Mr. GIBSON. ·would it not be better to let these men testify and 

then you will have an ample opportunity to go into their condition? 
Doctor NoYES. So long as we can explain their condition to the 

committee and let them know--
Mr. GIBSON. In the orderly process they are entitled to be heard 

first. 
Doctor NOYES. Yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to say to the doctor that after the examination 
rs over, if he wants to ask the gentlemen any questions, I think the 
committee wlll be inclined to perm1t him. 

Mr. BLANTON. If they are not such as will exploit and embanass 
him, I wlll not object. 

Mt·. ALLEN. I am not afraid of being embarrassed. 

And I had all the trouble shown above, after I forced St. 
Ellzabeths doctors to bring Allen before us, before I could 
induce the committee to let him testify. And he <:on"dnced 
the committee and the spectators crowded in the big caucus 
chamber that he was ab olutely sane. 

Mr. BLANTON. Lieutenant Allen, when you entered the Navy, you did 
not come up to be a lieutenant through Annapolis? 

Mr. ALLIDN. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You came up from the ranks? 
Mr. ALLE.'I(. I came up through the ranks. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many trips across the water did you make during 

the World War? 
Mr. ALLEN. Counting going back and forth, I made 20. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. 'l'wenty? 
~1r. ALLEN. Yes. Bl'inging soldiers back and bringing them over. 
Mr. BLANTON. To what does the grade of lieutenant in the Navy 

correspond in the Army? 
Mr. ALLEN. Captain. 
Mr. BLANTON. You retil'ed on retired pay wht:-n? 
Mr. ALLEN. In 1928, Septembet· 18. 

• • • • 
.Mr. BLA:!'iTON. Did you ever live with Mrs. Anna Smith, of Ches· 

ter, Pa. '? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 
Mr. BLA~TON. How long' 
Mr. ALLE"X. I llved there practically two years. 

• • • • • • 
Mr. BLANTON. You gave her your bank check for $1,000? 
Mr. ALLliiN. Yes; a thousand dollar bank check. 
Mr. BLANTON. She had the check paid? 
Mr. ALLE.-;, Yes; she had the check paid. 
Mr. BLANTON. For a cash payment on some property? 
Mr. ALLEN. As a cash payment. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much was the value of this property 

were buying? 
.Mt•. ALLEN. $3,800. 
Mt·. BLANTON. Tllnt is, you paid a thousand dollars? 
Mr. ALLEN. A thousand dollars as a deposit. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you still owed $2,800? 
Aft·, ALLEN. Yes. 

• • • • 

• 

that you 

• 
Ur. BLANTON. Did you say that you paid somebody the sum of $300? 
1\Ir. ALLEN. I sent Tracy & Pearl $300. 
Mr. BL.A?~.'TON. Tracy & Pearl was a real-estate firm? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. He is very wealtlly. He ls a very good friend of 

mine. 
Mr. BLA.."'O"TON. The case papers down here show that Mr. Penning has 

come in to court and asked permis, ion to bring suit against this Anna 
Smith to get your $1,000 back. 

Mr. ALLE~. He came over to see me. What I don't like is that be 
came on Sunday about his business. He was very unpleasant to me. I 
didn't like him. He said, "I am your guardian." 

Mr. BLANTON. How many times did he come to see you 'l 
Mr. ALLEN. Twice. 

• • • • • • 
Mr. BLANTON. He asked the court to give him authority to sell your 

lots in New York that your $300 covered. He said that you are 
.entitled to those three lots. Would you like the court to give him 
authority to sell them? Did you eYer authorize him to do that? 

l\Ir. ALLEN. No. I never did. I never talked to him about it. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. Did you evet• authorize him to sell your lots in New 

York for you? 
Mr. ALLEN. No. 
Mr. BLANTO:-<. If he Is trying to sell your lots he is doing it without 

your authority? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you ever authorized him to bt·ing uit in Che~-

ter, Pa.? 
Mr. ALLEN. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. To take that property back from l\Irs. Anna Smith? 
Mr. ALLEN. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you ever authorized anybody to try to get yom· 

thousand dollars back? 
Mr. ALLE!S". No, sir, That man came there and told me, he said, "I 

brought s111t through the Cambridge Trust Co. to sue those pl.'oplc and 
aet this money." 
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WHY HE WAS SENT TO ST . . BLIZ.A..BETHS 

Mr. BLA.J.~TON. You made a trip to Washington after? 
Mr. ALLEN. I was going home. 
~Ir·. BLANTON. Did anybody down here owe you some money? 
:\Jr. ALLEN. I came through here. I bad written to the department, 

to Lieutenant Edwards. 
Mr. B~"i'TON. Edwards was down here in the Navy Department? 
:Yt·. ALLEN. I bad written to the Navy Department, and they referred 

me to the Naval Hospital and said that a doctor there would take care 
of tltai. So when I came through I went to see my cousin that I was 
x·a.ised with, just like children. I ran in there at any time. Next 
morning I got in a taxicab in golf clothes and I went over to see a 
doctor and talked to him. 

Mr. BLA~TON. You went over where? 
::\11· • .A.LLE:S. To the Naval Hospital. . 
Mr. BLANTON. Here in Washington? 
~!r. ALLEN. Yes; here in Washington. I went in and saw Mr. 

E<lwards. So, while I was talking to Mr. Edwards, this Doctor Mc
Daniel came along anu said that he would like to see me and have me 
examine{l. 

llr. ·BLA::"i'TOX. You told Mr. Edwards that you wanted your money, 
didn't you·? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, l>ir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What doctor was it that said he would like to examine 

you? 
1\Ir. ALLEN. Doctor McDaniel. When he came in and introduced 

himself he was a stranger. I didn't know him. I was ·in golf clothes. 
He said he would like to examine me. I said, "Why, certainly." I 
bau had the T. B. and bad practically cured myself, but I wasn't feeling 
any too good. I had run down from working. I bad worked too hard. 
So they took my clothes otr and locked me up. 

Mr. BLANTON. They locked you up? 
Mr. ALLEN. They locked me up,. ani I wrote letters and asked the 

nurse, "What am I here for?" She wouldn't answer me. So when 
Doctor McDaniel came there I said to him, " Doctor, you examined me. 
When can I go back? I am in business and I would like to get back." 
lie never answered me. So next morning I wrote several letters, but 
they took my letters and put them in the wastebasket. 

Mr. BLANTON; You wrote several letters? 
Mr. ALLE:s". Yes. So I couldn't get any talk with anybody. ' Nobody 

would talk to me. Nobody would answer me. So I was thrown in an 
ambulance and sent over here. 

Mr. BLANTON. To St. Elizabeths? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. I was put in the officers' ward and I was insulted, 

aetnally insulted. 
Mr. BLANTO":s". Is there a kind of jealousy among the regular line 

officers that come from Annapolis against the men that work thel.r way 
through the ranks? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; all the time. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you ever felt that they were showing you 

indignities? 
Mr. ALLEN. They wouldn't associate with me at all. 
Mr. BLAXTON. The regular line naval officers won't associate with 

those that come up from the ranks? 
Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know Mr. Taylor here? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I know him. He choked me lots of tlmes. He 

threw me down and kicked me down and I hit myself against the 
side of the table. I asked him one day, I said, " Mr. Taylor, what am 
I here for?" He said, " Who do you think you are? Do you think 
you are the Duke of Paris?" He said, " You are behind the rank.s 
now. You are not a lieutenant any more. Get over there and push 
tho e shovels." I was insulted and I just stood there, and this fellow 
grabbed me around the neck and choked me and they kicked me in 
the stomach. 

Mr. BLAXTON. Did you ever see them towel anybody up there? 
Mr. ALLEN. They towel them. We would have to go in, and they 

would undress me, and this fellow came along one day and kicked me 
in the stomach. 

Mr. BLANTON. You say that they kicked people in the stomach? 
l\!r. ALLEN. Yes. They knocked me down and the others held me 

while they kicked me. 
Mr. BLANTON. Let me tell you something. If Mr. Taylor ever kicks 

you in the stomach again, you let me know. 
Mr. ALLEN. I am in his ward. 
Mr. BLANTON. You write a letter and you turn it over to whoever is 

in charge there and tell them to give it to me. 
Mr. ALLE~. There doesn't seem to be anybody in charge. You don't 

have anybody to talk to. 
Mt·. BLANTON. You asked them to take you before the conference, 

diun't you? 
Mr. ALLEN. No; I never asked them to t;ake me before the confer

ence. 
'Mr. BLAJI."'TON. ·well, I tried to take you there myself, but they 

wouldn't let me. 

Now, Lieutenant, when Mr. Fcnnlng became your committee they 
took you down here before the court. Did' they give you a chance to 
get witnesses? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. I went in the first court and the court found 
I was all l'igbt. I went back to the next court and they had three 
uegroes on the jury and everybody seemed to be a.sleep. There wasn't 
a decent-looking man in the jury. So two doctors-one of them never 
saw me before--got up and swore that I was crazy and didn't know 
what I was talking about. So I could see that everything wa~ against 
me and nothing that I could do would be any use, so I didn't say much. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you know Mr. Fenning then? 
Mr. ALLEN. I didn't know Fenning from nobody at all. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ask that he be appointed your guardian? 
Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. I did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you know that the court was going to appoint biro 

your guardian? 
Mr. ALLEN. No. I never saw the man till several days later, when 

he came over to see me and said, " I am your guardian." 

AND FRANCIS D. ALLE!'< PROVED THAT HE WAS SANE 

And upon proper application the Supreme Court of the Dis
trict of Columbia granted a writ of habeas corpu.':l and forced 
St. Elizabeths-Fenning outfit to bring Francis D. Allen before 
it; and on a trial before a jury of his peers he established his 
sanity, in spite of all the powers that were against him, and the 
following is a certified copy of the judgment of the supreme 
court discharging him : 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE . DIS'l'RICT OF COLUMBIA 

[Habeas Corpus No. 1295] 
In re Frank D. Allen : 

On con ideration of the petition of the above-named Frank D. Allen, 
and the writ of habeas corpus having been duly issued and served, 
and the body of the petitioner having been produced in court, and 
the cause having been argued by counsel ' and considered by the court, 
and a jury having been called and having found that petitioner is ()f 
ound mind, and the court hereby confirming the verdict of the jury : 

It 1s, this 29th day of June, A. D. 19!;:'6, ordered that the petitioner · 
be, and he is hereby, restored to his liberty as a person of sound mind 
as prayed in the petition filed herein. 

[SEAL.] 
A true copy, 
Attest: 
[SEAL.] 

A. A. HoE~LING, Justice. 

F'BA~K E. CUNNINGHAM, (Jlerk. 
By MACD A. ROGERS, 

A.8sistant Clerk. 
FENNI!'<G RECEIVED $126.16 

The following is a certificate from the clerk of the court 
showing final settlement made by Fenning to Allen when he 
secured his freedom : 

Frank D. Allen, habeas corpus 12()5, lunacy 11092. 
Copy of decree of court adjudging Allen- sane inclosed (HC1295). 
F. A. Fenning made final account on June 29, 1926, and turned over 

to Allen: 
Cash, $1,433.22. 
1. St. David Court serial coupon bond for $100, with May, 1926, 

and subsequent coupons attached. 
Appointment as lieutenant in United States Navy and package of 

letters, receipt for which was flied July 27, 1926. 
~Ir·. Fenning was allowed $126.16, or 5 per cent of $2,523.38, in 

account by H. L. Davis, auditor of court. Contlrmed by J. Hoehling 
July 14, 1926, and receipt of Allen filed July 27, 1926. 

Certified correct : 
[SEAL.] FRANK E. CUNNINGHAM, Olet·'k. 

By CHAS. B. COFLIN, 
Assistant Clerk. 

NOT 10, BUT ONLY 5 P'&B CE."T 

You will note that the court allowed Fenning only 5 per cent 
and not the 10 per cent which for so many years he had re
ceived. Had it not been for this action taken by me, he would 
have received $252.32 instead of the $126.16 allowed him. And 
Fenning was .also denied his usual 25 per cent commission on 
bond premiums, which heretofore he has collected fi·om so many 
of his wards' estates. 

CHARLES L. CUNNI. -GRAM CASE, CHA.IlGE 24 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, I will leave that case, gentlemen, and go to 
the case 'of Charles L. Cunningham, lunacy No. 11137. This i s a peti· 
tion indorsed "Law offi.ces of Frederick .A. Fenning, Evans Building, 
1420 New York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C." It is filed December 
2, 1925, in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, and it recites 
that Betty Cunningham, who is the petitioner, is a citizen, and so on, 
and that Charles L. Cunningham was admitted to St. Elizabeths Hos
pital by order ()f the Secretary of the Navy. 
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And it recites : 
"That the said Charles L. Cunningham is entitled to Navy pay of 

approximately $180 per month and to war-risk insurance, the amount 
of which is unknown to your petitioner, and is also believed to be the 
owner or have an interest In two houses In Philadelphia and one house 
in New York, the particulars of which are unknown to your petitioner." 

And she prays : 
"That your petitioner lle appointed as committee of his person and 

estate under such bond or undertaking as the court may deem proper." 
Besides her signing it, it is indorsed F. A. Fenning and Paul V. 

Rogers, attorneys for petitioner. 
The CHAIRMAN. I am only suggesting that immaterial things should 

not be brought in ; that will only protract this hearing. I am not 
deciding in any way. 

Mr. BLANTO;>;. I will refrain. I will state to the chairman I am 
more fatigued than he is, The affidavits of the two physicians from 
St. Elizabeths Hospital are filed December 2, 1925; the rule to sllow 
cause served on this lunatic was filed November 4, 1925. The verdict 
tails to state that Mr. Paul Rogers was one of the attorneys. It 
states tnis : 

"Now comes here as well the petitioner by her attorney, Frederick 
A. Fenning, as the alleged lunatic in person, and a jury of good and 
lawful men of this District." 

It does not mention Mr. Rogers. 'l'hen there is the order appoint
ing the committee filed December 7, 1925; then the report of tile 
committee under rule 74, which says that she has received from the 
Franklin Trust Co., of Philadelphia, P.a., $1,531.83, and a check from 
the Navy Department for pay in the sum of $78.30, which amounts 
have been deposited to her credit as committee of Charles L. Cun
ningham in the National Savings & Trust Co., of this city; that the 
committee expects arrears of rent <lue on the property o:( her ward 
In Philatlelphi.a, Pa., and monthly payments of Navy retireu pay, 
amount not known. 

Then there ts tbe petition of the committee for authority to make 
expenditures, the petitioner being Betty Cunningham. It is signed 
on the back F. A. Fenning and Paul V. riogers, counsel for committee, 
and it says: 

"That your petitioner employed Frederick A. Fenning and Paul V. 
Rogers to represent her in this proceeding; that they preparl'd all 
n!)cessiry papers, had conference with the hospital and _with the patient. 

"Your petitioner went to Ph.iladelphia and employed H. S. J. Sickel. 
attorney at law, to represent her in looking after the affairs of her 
ward there. 

"That your petitioner received from H. S. J. Sickel said bill in 
the sum of $274.49, which includes disbursement by him for taxes 
due on the ward's property; and "that your petitioner has also re
ceived bill from Frederick A. Fenning and Paul Y. Rogers for their 
services in the sum. of $150." 

She asked authority to pay these bills. 
Mr. HOGAN. Sworn to in Kentucky? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes, I think so. 'l'hen the order Is granted the sanre 

day that the petition is filed, January 27, 1926, and it authorizes 
her to pay $274.49 to H. S. J. Sickel, counsel in Philadelphia, and 
$150 to Frederick A. Fenning and Paul V. Rogers, counsel in this 
jurisdiction. It is signed by Judge Walter I. McCoy, 

Then here is a petition of the sister for reimbursement of $-100 
expenses filed February 28, 1926, and here is a memorandum of the 
court telling her that she must itemize that $400, and here is the 
petition itemizing it, signed "F. A. Fenning," It does not say "raul 
V. Rogers" on the back; it is indorsed F. A. Fenning, counsel for 
committee, Evans Building, and it itemizes the $400. Then there is 
the order authorizing that $400 to be paid. 

Then I offer the certificate from the Navy Department. It shows 
five checks for $73.30 each, the first one paid December 31, 19!!5, and 
the last paid April 30, 1926, sent to Betty Cunningham, committee 
of the per:;:on and estate of Charles L. Cunningham, in care of F. A. 
FenDing, Esq., 908 Evans Building, Washington, D. C., and I offer 
the photostatic copy of her letter inclosing this court order in which 
she says all futu"~:e payments of retired Navy pay "be sent to me as 
such committee il' ~:are ot F. A. Fenntng, Esq., 908 Evans Building, 
Washington, D. C." 

FOREGOING CHARGES PROYIDD 

I respectfully submit to any unprejudiced, unbiased mind, 
that the foregoing evidence unmistakably, indisputably. and 
oyerwhelmingly proves my charges Nos. 1, 2, 21, 22, 23 and 24. 

As they are intimately related, and proved by the sa:Ue court 
records and certificates from court officials, I will now take 
up my charges Nos. 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 together: 

CHARGE NO. S 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenuing has violated the law 
and tlle rules of practice of the Supreme Court of the District of Colum
bia, which prohibit any committee or guardian for a lunatic receiving 
as compensation more than 10 per cent of his ward's estate or annual 
income, in that the said Frederick A. Fenning in several cases wherein 

he is committee or guardian has received ero.r£)itant remuneration rang
ing from 12 per cent to as high as 94 per cent, which fact6 are certified 
to by the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

CHAI!G.E NO. 10 

I charge that th·e said Frederick A. Yenning, since the United 
States entered the World War April 6, 1017, has been allowed by the 
auditor ot the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and has 
r Pceived as fees and commissions from the estates of his sairl ward.'! 
the enormous sum of $98,544.46, and that, too, when his services to 
such wards was of practically no value whatever, and when some of 
said warus had never seen him, and that the said auditor of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia bas certified officially that 
saili Frederick A. Fenning has been allowed and has received the said 
sum of $98,544.46 as his fees and commissions since April 6, 1917. 

CHARGE ::-10, 11 

I charge that tbe auditor of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia has certified officially to the following : That in the case 
of Daniel G. Campbell, lunacy No. 4078, the rate of commlssion re
ceh·ed by Frederick A. Fenning amounted to 15 pe.r cent ln 1920, 
24 pel· cent in 1921, 23 per cent in 1922, 23 per cent in 19b, 31 per 
cent in 1924, and 36 per cent in 1925; that in the case of Daniel Paul 
Fenn, lunacy No. 4405, the rate of commission received by Frederick 
A. Fenning was 15 per cent in 1920, 18 per cent in 1921, 24 per cent 
in 1922, 25 per cent in 1023, 25 per cent in 1924, and 21 per cen t 
in 1925; that in the case of Patrick Griffin, lunacy No. 4252, the rate 
of commission received by Frederick A. Fenning was 16 per cent in 
19:?0, 18 per cent in 1921, 15 per cent in 1922, 2·5 per cent in 1923, 
50 per cent in 1924, 31 per cent in 1925, and 32 per cent in 1926; 
that in the case of James A. Higginson, lunacy No. 3887, the rate of 
commission received by Frederick A. Fenning was 82 per cent in 
19~0, 16 per cent iri 1921, 35 ·per cent in 1922, 19 per cent in 1928, 
46 per cent. in 1924, and 22 per cent in 1925 ; that in the case of 
William Johu Kennedy, lunacy No. 3694, the rate of commission re
ceiv~>d by Frederick A. Fenning was 30 per cent in 1920, 28 per 
cent in 1921, 25 per cent in 1922, 26 per cent in 1923, 25 per cent in 
1924, .and 37 per cent in 1925 ; that in the case of Patrick J. Byrne, 
lunacy No. 3682, the rate of commission received by Frederick A. 
Fenning was 24 per cent in 1920, 24 per cent in 1921, 37 per cent tn 
1922, 49 per cent in 1923, 37 per cent ln 1924, and 64 per cent in 
1925 ; and that in the case of John Flavehan, lunacy ~o. 13!!0, the 
rate of commission received oy Frederick A. Fenuing on January 22, 
1926, for the preceding year was 94 per cent. 

CHARGE NO. 12 

I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning made a deliberate attempt to 
deceive Congress when, in the prepared typewritten statement he sent 
to Representative MARTIN B: M.ADDEN and requested its insertion in tlle 
RECORD on Friday, April 16, 1926, he intimated that Gen. Frank '1'. 
Hines, Director of the United States Veterans' Bureau, erred when be 
certified that said Fenning received 10 per cent of the estate and 
annual income of his Veterans' Bureau wards, said Fenning intimating 
that his commission was only 5 per cent in most instances. 

CHARGE NO. 13 

I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning made a deliberate attem,[>t 
to deceive Congress when, in his said prepared statement, he falsely 
stated that the $109,070.25 fees and commissions which the auditor 
of the Supreme Conrt of the District of Columbia had certified had been 
allowed to said FenDing "includes the full amount of commission and 
counsel fees in cases going back to the year 1908," because as a matter 
of fact many fees and commissions received by the said Fenning do 
not appear in said auditor's certificate, and said auditor certifies offi
cially that since we entered the World War in 1917 the fees and com
missions allowed by the auditor to said Frederick A. Fenning amounted 
to $98.544.46, thus showing affirmatively that of the said $109,070.25 
allowed said Fenning in fees and commissions only $10,525 was allowed 
prior to Apl'il 6, 1917, and said Fenning is yet to receive his commis
sions on all cases for the last 12 months that will end on the court 
year expiring May 1, 1926. 

CHARGE NO. H 

I charge that since our brave ex-service men have returned from 
France wounded and shell shocked in the World War said Fredel'ick A. 
Fenning, as guardian and committee for Wal'ds of our Veterans' Bureau 
has received from sa.ld United States Veterans' Bureau the enormou~ 
sum of $733,855.87 compensation and insurance due them, and that he 
bas deposited same in his own bank, the National Savings & Trust Co., 
of which he is a director and in which he owns stock, and that be 
receives substantial benefits from such deposits by receiving increased 
dividends on his stock in said institution. 

FREDERICK A. FENNI!IJ"G POCKE1.''ED FOR HIMSELF $109,070.25 FEES AND 

COMMISSIONS 

I introduced in evidence before said hearings the following 
certificate from the auditor of the Supreme Court of the Dis-
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trict of Columbia, showing that on merely those lunacy cases 
which Fenning had pending on May 16, 1925, said Fenning had 
already received from his wards' estates as fees and commis
sions for himself the enormous sum of $109,070.25, and this 
ilid not embrace the annual allowance which the court would 
grant him before July 1, 1926: 

REPORT OF AUDITOR OF SUPREME COURT 

COMMISSIONS AND ATTORNEY FEES TO FREDERICK A. FENNING, ESQ., AS 

CO:IBIITTEE OR ATTORNEY IN LUNACY CAUSES PENDING IN THE SUPREME 

COUR1.' OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ON MAY 16, 1925, AS SHOWN BY 

RECORDS OF HERBERT L. DAVIS, AUDITOR OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, SUPPLEMENTED BY CERTAIN DATA OF RECORD IN 

THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF 

COLC:IIBIA ---•.rhis statement includes only lunacy cases in which reports were filed 
by Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., as committee or attorney, under the 
provisions of the sixty-ninth equity rule of the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, and which were reported upon by the auditor of 
said court on May 16, 1925 : 

Lu
nacy 
No. 

7142 

7767 

10713 
7716 

7688 

7686 

8327 

7872 

3682 

10566 
7683 

Name of ward 

Adler, Adolph ___________ 

Ablemeier, Henry J ------

Allan, Walter Garland ___ 
Anderson, .Emanuel M ___ 

Arcese, Ardrino __________ 

Baker, Wilder P ---------

Brintla. John ____________ 

Bruno, Gunaro __________ 

Byrne, Patrick]_ ________ 

Cahill, Joseph P ---------Callahan, Thos. S ________ 

Date 

July 20,1920 
Aug. 11,1921 
Aug. 2,1922 
July 31,1923 
Aug. 11,1924 
July 24,1925 

Aug. 9,1920 
July 19,1921 
July 19,1921 
July 24, 1922 
June 23, 1923 
June 24, 1924 
July 17,1925 

Mar. 3,1926 
Feb. 13, 1920 
Jan. 22,1921 
Jan. 20,1922 
Jan. 18,1923 
Jan. 25,1924 
Jan. 24,1925 
Mar. 10,1926 

Aug. 6,1920 
.Aug. 11, 1921 
Aug. 11, 1921 
Aug. 4,1922 
July 30, 1923 
Aug. 8,1924 
July 24, 1925 

Feb. 14, 1920 
Mar. 16, 1921 
Mar. 14,1923 
Mar. 21,1924 

Feb. 26, 1921 
Feb. 20, 1922 
Feb. 20, 1922 
Feb. 21, 1923 
Feb. 16,1924 
Mar. 17,1925 
Mar. 4,1926 

Aug. 24, 1920 
Aug. 25,1921 
Aug. 25, 1921 
Aug. 2,1922 
July 30, 1923 
Aug. 19, 1924 
Aug. 11, 1925 

Sept. 18, 1911 
Oct. 1,1912 
Sept. 25,1913 
Sept. 18,1914 
Sept. 2,1915 
Sept. 11. 1916 
Sept. 17,1917 
Sept. 4, 1918 
Sept. 2, I919 
Sept. 2, I920 
Sept. 2,1921 
Nov. 22,1922 
Nov. 6,I923 
Nov. 19, 1924 
Nov. 24, 1925 

Oct. 2,1920 
Oct. 6,1922 
Oct. 19,1921 
Oct. 19, 1921 
Sept. 13,1922 
Sept. 13,1922 
Sept. 19,1923 
Oct. 27,1924 
Sept. 25, 1925 

Commission 

Rate Amount 

Per 
cent 
10 $162.58 
7 270.63 

10 214.29 
9+ 200. 00 
9- 200.00 

10 ' 187.05 

10 155.31 
10 179. 18 
5 39.51 

10 165.09 
10 207.98 
10 183.22 
10 187.00 

10 135.08 
10 138.65 
10 148.40 
10 129.80 
10 144.00 
10 138.99 
10 145.45 
10 119.84 

10 110.78 
5 92.00 

10 201.85 
10 202.01 
10 218.77 
10 221.92 
9- 200.00 
---

10 124.82 
10 132.26 
10 134.45 
10 135.88 

---
10 369.54 
5 52.13 

10 161.07 
10 177.96 
10 182.30 
10 189.83 
10 189.23 

---
10 132.08 
5 100.25 

10 152. 27 
10 208.37 
10 215.15 

9 205.42 
9+ 200.00 

-
10 107.96 
24+ 5.00 
12+ 5.00 
12+ 5.00 
18+ 5.00 
17+ 5.00 
16+ 5.00 
19+ 5.00 
33+ 10.00 
24+ 7.50 
24+ 6.00 
37+ 5.00 
49+ 5.00 
37+ 5.00 
M+ 5.00 

---
10 122.71 
10 70.43 
5 89.89 

10 182.72 
5 62.02 

10 156.69 
10 184.47 
10 189.56 
10 166.51 

Attor
ney's 

fee 

---
----------
----------
----------
-------------

---

---

---

---~---

Total 

$1,234.55 

1, 117.29 
135.()8 

965.13 

1,247. 33 

5Z7.41 

1,322. 06 

1,213. 54 

186.~ 
122.71 

1, 102.2$ 

Lu-
nacy Name ol ward Date 
No. 

Commission 

Rate Amount 

Attor
ney's 

fee 
Total 

--l·-~, --'-----1-----1----------

4073 Campbell, Daniel Q ____ _ July 20, 1911 
July 19, 1912 
July 24,1913 
July 8,1914 
July 7,1915 
July 10, 1916 
July 3,1917 
July 5,1918 
July 9,1919 
Sept. 2, 1920 
Sept. 21, 1921 
Sept. 3, 1922 
Sept. 10, 1923 
Sept. 24, 1924 
Sept. 9, 1925 

7782 Caroussos, Nicholas Q __ _ Aug. 31, 1920 
Aug. 20,1921 
Aug. 20, 192I 
Aug. 2,1922 
July 31, 1923 
Aug. 16, 1924 
Aug. 29, 1925 

7700 Carrera, Modesto________ Dec. '1:l, 1919 
Jan. 11,1921 
Jan. 7,1922 
Jan. 7,1922 
Dec. 20,1923 
Dec. 20, 1923 
Dec. 30, 1924 
Mar. 3,1926 

9285 Carrigg, Leonard, jr _____ _ May 23,1925 
Feb. 19, 1920 
Feb. 3,1921 

7743 Chase, Jo~ s ___________ _ 

7801 Barber, Edgar WID------

Jan. 26, 1922 
Jan. 26, 1922 
Feb. 19, I923 
Jan. 30,1924 
Jan. 24, 1925 
Aug. 29, 1925 

Aug. 21, 1920 
Aug. 25, 1921 
Aug. 25, 1921 
Aug. 4,1922 
July 23, 1923 
Aug. 16, 1924 
Aug. 29,1925 

8400 Beazley, John A--------- June 17,1921 
M.ay 27,1922 
J nne 12, 1923 
June 6,1924 
May 29,1925 

7802 

7764 

7911 

Becktell, Logan a _______ ·Feb. 14,1920 
Feb. 3,1921 
Jan. 26, 1922 
Jan. 26,1922 
Jan. 26, 1922 
Feb. 3, 1923 
Jan. 24, 1924 
Jan. 28, 1925 
Mar. 10, 1926 

Bekart, Frank___________ Aug. 24, 1920 
.Aug. 11, 1921 
Aug. 11, 1921 
Aug. 2,1922 
July 30, 1923 
Aug. 14, 1924 
July 24, 1925 

Berg, PhiliP-------------- Oct. 25, 1920 
Oct. 27, 1921 
Oct. 24, 1922 
Nov. 7,1923 
Dec. 3,1924 

7644 Bialkowski, FeliX·-·------ Mar. 20, 1920 
Mar. 16, 1921 
Mar. 30, 1922 
Mar. 17, 1923 
Mar. 14,1924 
Mar. 31,1925 

10675 Boone, William _________ _ 
7765 Boston, Okey M.. _______ _ 

2198 Bozi, Adam _____________ _ 

Feb. 19, 1926 
June 24, 1920 
June 29, 1921 
June 16,1922 
June 16,1922 
June 23, 1923 
July 5,1924 
July 24, 1925 

July 10, 1907 
July 17, 1908 
June 26, 1909 
Jan. 12,1911 
Jan. 17, 1912 
June 22,1913 
Feb. 12, 1914 
Feb. 9,1915 
Feb. 21, 1916 

Per 
cent 

9 $95.78 
10+ 5.00 
11+ 5.00 
11+ 5. 00 
12+ 5. 00 
12+. 5. 00 
11+ 6.00 
21+ 7. 50 
22+ 10.00 
15+ 7. 50 
24+ 6. 00 
23+ 6.00 
·2.3+ 6.00 
31+ 6.00 
36+ 6.00 

------- $181. 78 
10 168.57 
5 105.61 

10 156.45 
10 210.88 
10 205.10 
9 210.49 
9- 200. 00 

10 79.43 
10 216.94 
5 56.71 

IO 136.56 
10 171. 63 
10 194.31 
10 190.71 
10 145.87 

9+ 300.00 
10 106.37 
10 99.40 
5 110.14 

10 154.29 
8 172.24 
9+ 200.00 

10 254.62 
10 104.68 

IO 140.46 
5 56.76 

10 191.72 
10 209.66 
10 217.87 
10 225.10 
10 207.88 

8 416.40 
10 216.81 ----------
9+ 200.00 ----------

10 229.00 -- ------ --
8~ 200. 00 ----------

10 224.39 
10 105. 76 
10 138.44 
5 57.50 
5 42.68 

10 179.38 
10 181.35 
10 185. 76 
10 138.40 

10 141. 68 1=== 
5 83.38 ----------

10 174. 67 --------- -
10 211. 52 ----------
9+ 200. 00 ----------
9- 200. 00 ----------
9+ 200. ()() ----------

10 2?:7.20 
10 202.31 ----------
10 137.10 ----------
10 146.78 ----------
10 144.94 -------- --

10 118.63 
10 251.07 
10 174. (}1 
10 174.18 
10 183.33 
10 189.79 
----

7+ 150.00 
9 207.69 

10 109. 12 
5 44.42 

10 115.87 
10 145.93 
10 150.01 
10 155.08 

10 
8 

10 
10 
8 
8 

10 
8 
8 

50.91 
29.00 
26.44 
54.06 
28.93 
28.85 
36. 05 
28.85 
28.88 

$20.00 

1,"257.10 

I, 192.16 
300.00 

1,201. 72 

1, 249.45 

1, 262.21 

1, 253.75 

1, 211.25 

858.33 

I, 091.04 
150. ()() 

928.12 
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Lu- Commission At tor- Ln- Commission Attor-
nacy Name of ward Date ney's Total nacy Name of ward Date ! ney's Total 
No. Rate Amount fee No. Rate Amount fee 

Per Per 
cent cent 

2198 Bozi, Adam ______________ Feb. 16, 1917 8 $29.92 1476 Dixon, Frederick ------- Nov. 7,1923 10 $94.13 
Feb. 13, 1918 8 28.94 

----------, 
Oct . 31,1924 10 84.86 ii:soo:os· Feb. 18, 1919 10 36.06 ---------- Oct. 28, 1925 10 84.98 

NOV. 13, 1920 10 63.11 
Erenbjerg, Neils P. L ____ 

------- $1,925.08 
Dec. 12, 1921 10 37.43 7717 June I, 19"20 10 152. 52 
Jan. 5,1923 10 37.55 July 20,1921 10 118.30 
Nov. 17,1923 10 40. 42 July 17, 1922 5 148.65 
Dec. so, 1924 10 36. 99 July 17, 1922 8 150.99 
Feb. 19, 1926 10 39.68 June 23, 1923 22+ 500.00 

June 19, 1924 10 206.11 
$20.00 June 20, 1925 10 216. 82 - -662.07 ------ 1,493. 39 

$682.07 3700 Farrell, Clayton _________ Nov. 28,1910 10 80.26 
7745 Rraggs, James._.-------_ Aug. 6,1920 10 112.04 Nov . 10,1911 10 38.70 

June 23,1921 5 70.44 Nov. 13,1912 10 38. 75 
June 23, 1921 10 142.40 Nov. 17,1913 10 39.71 
June 16, 1922 10 179.57 Nov. 10,1914 10 49.13 
June 23, 1923 10 197.61 Nov. 22,1915 10 63.52 
June 11, 1924 10 192.52 Nov. 27,1916 10 63.47 
Aug. 29,1925 10 199. 17 Nov. 15,1917 10 63.57 

I. 093. 75 Nov. 20,1918 21+ 135. co 
7879 Chesko, Robert---------- Aug. 28, 1920 10 172.44 Nov. 14, 1919 10 62.25 

Aug. 26, 1921 5 95.99 Nov. 3,1920 10 60.54 
Aug. 26, 1921 10 163.92 Nov. 3,1921 10 62.75 
Aug. 1,1922 10 212.96 Dec. 28, 1922 10 67.38 
July 30, 1923 9+ 200. 00 Jan. 21, 1924 10 63.05 
Aug. 19, 1924 9 212. 21 Apr. 1,1925 10 79.15 
July 24, 1925 9~ 200.00 ------ 967.23 

1, 257. 52 4405 Fenn, Daniel PauL ______ May 17,1913 10 103.26 
7658 Clifton, Sobers ___________ Feb. 13,1920 10 186.61 May 8, 1914 12+ 5.00 

Feb. 3,1921 10 259. 05 May 24,1915 10+ 5. 00 
Jan. 26,1922 7 168. 62 May 5,1916 19+ 5.00 
Feb. 3,1923 10 160.97 May 1, 1917 12+ 6.00 
Jan. 22,1924 10 39.51 May 8, 1918 24+ 7. 50 
Jan. 28,1925 10 32.17 May 12,1919 21+ 7. 50 
Feb. 10,1926 10 33.15 Sept. 2, 1920 15 7. 50 

1---- 880.08 Sept. 26, 1921 18+ 6. 00 
8769 Collins, Lena K __________ Feb. 20,1922 9 90.00 Sept. 11, 1922 24 6.00 

Feb. 21,1923 5 37.54 .A. - - ------- Sept. l2, l!l23 25+ 6.00 
Feb. 21, 1923 10 . 74 ---------- Sept. 24, 1024 25-f- 6. 00 
Feb. 16, 1924 5 39.43 ---------- Sept. 6,1925 21+ 6. 00 
Apr. 7,1925 9+ 75. 00 176.76 

------ 242.71 7784 Fizel, SamueL ___________ Sept. 10, 1920 10 147.87 
10316 Cooke, Hannah Kate ____ Apr. 7,1925 5 311.93 3ll. 93 Oct. 25, 1921 5 92.48 
10431 Connor, SamueL ___ __ ____ Sept. 25, 1925 9+ 100.00 100.00 Oct. 25, 1921 8 147.92 
7873 Cruz, Luis _______________ Aug. 28, 1920 10 109. 23 Oct. 23,1922 10 211.35 

Aug. 25, 1921 5 45. 35 Nov. 7,1923 9+ 200.00 
Aug. 2-5, 1921 10 86.39 Nov. 13, 1924 9 203.05 
Aug. 15, 1922 10 127. 18 Oct. 28,1925 10 180.40 
Sept. 10, 1923 10 160. 51 1, 183.07 
Aug. 22, 1924 10 143.44 1320 Flavehan, John __________ Jan. 21, 1925 8+ 25. 00 
Aug. 29, 1925 10 149.22 Jan. 22, 1926 94+ 5.00 

- --- 821.32 ------ 30. 00 
7972 Dalamon, Ramon _______ _ Nov. 3,1920 10 250.29 10028 Fletcher, Florence H _____ Jan. 14,1926 10 36.11 36.11 

Nov. 7, 1921 10 180.73 7785 Foley, Walter A--------- Aug. 9, 1920 10 146.71 
Oct. 24,1922 5 58. 67 Aug. 28,1921 10 176.86 
Oct. 24,1922 10 161.98 Aug. 7, 1\1"22 10 146. 73 
Nov. 7,1923 10 191.96 Sept. ·6, 1923 10 157.24 
Nov. 14,1924 10 193.44 Aug. 18, 1924 10 159.48 
Oct. 2-8,1925 10 192. 75 Sept. 25, 1925 10 173.25 

------ 1, 229.82 - --- 960. 27 
3628 Daly, Thomas._--------- Feb. 4, 1911 8 234.40 9143 Franklin, Willie _________ Dec. 20,1922 5 92.19 

Feb. 26, 1912 8 14.70 Dec. 20,1922 10 137.29 ----------
Mar. 18. 1913 10 13.67 Dec. 20,1923 10 138.18 ----------
Mar. 17, 1914 10 14.22 Dec. 24, 1924 10 143.96 ----------
Mar. 16,1915 10 14.27 Feb. 19,1926 10 91.59 -- -----·--
Mar. 20, 1916 10 16.20 

-~-
603. 21 

Mar. 6, 1917 10 9.38 7803 Freeman, Ned._--------- Sept. 10, 1920 10 117.27 ----------
Mar. 13,1918 10 18.59 Aug. 26,1921 10 114.07 ----------
Apr. 24, 1919 10 19.04 Aug. U, 1922 5 30. 58 -- - - - - - - -
June 21, 1920 10 19.41 Aug. 11,1922 5 109.00 -- - ---- -- -
July 5, 1921 10 27.33 Aug. 11, 1922 8 122.73 
July 6,1922 10 15.92 Sept. 10, 1923 9 219.91 
June 27, 1923 1o+ 20.00 Aug. 22, 1924 10 225.38 
July 16, 1924 10 20.38 Aug. 29, 1925 9- 200. 00 
July 24, 1925 8- 120.00 ------ 1,139.00 

sn.51 5153 1 Gallen, John _____________ Aug. 27, 1914 14+ 75.00 
7646 Day, Zelia _______________ Feb. 19,1920 10 101.02 Aug. 6,1915 10 48.11 

Jan. 22,1921 10 100.57 Sept. 26, 1916 10 . 60.05 
Feb. 17,1922 5 128.25 Sept. 27, 1917 10 53. 07 
Feb. 17, 1922 10 179.93 Sept. 24, 1918 10 48.15 
Fel;l. 17, 1923 9 196.70 Sept. 24, 1919 10 48.12 
Feb. 16, 1924 9+ 200.00 Oct. 6,1920 10 59. 06 
Mar. 26,1925 10 224.81 Oct. 25,1921 10 72.30 
Oct. 26, 1925 10 154.76 Oct . 23,1922 10 72.67 

1, 286.04 Nov. 7, 1923 10 79. 40 
1476 Dixon, Frederick _________ Mar. 25,1905 10 93.72 35.00 Dec. 9, 1924 10 80.23 

Mar. 14, 1906 10 61.44 Nov. 12,1925 10 ' 56.17 
Oct. 4,1907 10 95.99 ------ 752. 33 
Oct. 8,1908 10 94.81 7905 Gartz, Goo. F ------------ Sept. 9, Hl20 10 135.70 
Sept. 20,1909 10 89.62 Aug. 20, 1921 5 42.48 
Sept. 16, 1910 10 89.64 Aug. 20, 1921 10 153.54 
Sept. 18, 1911 10 90.63 Aug. 7,1922 10 17L96 
Sept. 17,1912 10 90.66 Sept . 10, 1923 10 192.08 
Sept. 27, 1913 10 90. 76 Aug. 19, 1924 10 186.23 
Sept. 24, 1914 10 90.38 Sept. 10, 1925 10 196.08 
Sept. 23, 1915 10 90.05 1, 078.07 
Sept. 27, 1916 10 92.83 8328 Gaskell, John W --------- Apr. 19, 1921 10 150.41 
Sept. 27, 1917 10 93.43 May 10,1922 5 59.99 
Sept. 18, 1918 10 91.00 May 10,1922 10 154.48 
Sept. 24, 1919 10 92.66 Apr. 27, 1923 8 136.14 
Oct. 25, 1920 10 92.97 May 8,1924 10 179.79 
Oct. 29, 1921 10 92.94 May 14,1925 10 188.38 
Oct. 24, 1922 10 92.1)8 ---,---·- 869,19 
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Lu- Commission Attor- Lu- Commission Attor-
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No. Rate Amount fee No. Rate Amount fee 

--------- ---------
Ptr Per 
cent cent 

1608 Grabosky, Joe ___________ Dec. 27,1919 10 $67.36 833i Hill, Leon--------------- Apr. 27,1923 10 $119.95 
Dec. 16,1920 10 149.4.2 Apr. 29, 1924 10 143.58 
Jan. 6,1922 5 31.57 May 14,1925 10 139.03 
Jan. 6, 19"22 10 107.61 $869. Zl 
Jan .. 5,1924 7- 308.17 9735 Hodges, CarL ••••••••••• Dec. 13, 1923 6 340.68 
Jan. 5, 192! 9+ 200.00 Dec. 9,1924 11+ 20.00 
Dec. 29,1924 9 207.f!!l Jan 28,1926 10 79.47 
Feb. 19, 1926 9 216.35 440.15 - --- $1,288.35 7747 Howard, Wm. H _________ Sept. 13, 194!0 10 158.35 

4143 Orare, David •• ---------- May 24,1913 8 200.19 Aug. 26, 1921 5 94.13 
May 8,1914 10 12.11 Aug. 26, 1921 10 109.43 
May 6,1915 10 10.85 Aug. 16, 1922 10 203.41 
:May 5,1916 10 14.51 Sept. 14, 1923 10 228.35 
May 9,1917 10 12.63 Aug. 22, 1924 10 212. 1S 
May 28,1918 10 12.93 Aug. 25, 1925 10 220.42 
May 29,1919 10 13.60 1, 226.28 
May 29,1920 10 13.13 3500 Jawrosky, Felix F -·------ Mar. 19, 1910 8 172.00 
June 4,1921 10 13.62 June 5, 1911 10 9.93 
May Z7,1922 10 13.47 June 27, 1912 10 9.88 
May 22,1923 10 12.45 June 16, 1913 10 9. 69 
June 9,1924 10 16.00 June 4,Hll4 10 9. 73 
May 11,1925 10 7.63 June 3,1915 10 10.10 

353.12 June 7,1916 10 10.06 
6352 Grazer, Chas _____________ Apr. 20,1917 10 112.11 June 5,1917 10 10.04 

Apr. 30, 191S 10 65.34 June 4, 191S 10 10.53 
Apr. 24, 1919 10 66.17 June 16, 1919 10+ 10.00 
May 29,1920 10 73.36 June 28, 1920 10 12. so 
May 9,1921 10 74. 4.9 July 11, 1921 12+ 10.00 
Apr. 24, 1922 10 74.4S July 24, 1922 12+ 10.00 
Apr. 26, 1923 10 79.41 June 19, 1923 15+ 10.00 
May 8,1924 10 79.76 July 25,1924 8+ 10.00 
Apr. 22, 1925 10 79.74 July 20, 1925 16+ s.oo 

704.86 - --- 322. 76 
8715 Green, Joseph ____________ Mar. 3,1923 10 122.87 7831 Jobanson, Gnstaf. _______ Sept. 13, 1920 10 136.38 

Feb. 20,1924 10 120.45 Oct. 31, 1921 5 69.41 
Mar. 18, 1925 10 120.57 Oct. 31, 1921 7 149.23 
Mar. 23,1926 10 110.64 Oct. 23,1922 10 217. 18 

------ f7 .. 53 Nov. 7,1923 10 227.22 
6156 Greene, Wilbur E ________ Apr. 20, 1918 10 76.73 Dec. 17, 1924 10 230.37 

Apr. 24, 1919 10 86.1S Nov. 16, 1925 10 210.58 
May 29,1920 10 72.00 --·- --- 1, 240.37 
Apr. 11, 1921 10 71.23 67Zl Johnson, James __________ June 5, 1918 10 133.58 
May 18,1922 10 83.05 June 13, 1919 10 93.66 
May 11,1923 10 96.26 Aug. 21, 1920 10 93.75 
May 17,1924 10 1'86. 55 July 15, 1921 10 95.95 
May 14,1925 10 83.02 

____ .,.. _____ July 24, 1922 10 97.50 
r-------- 655.02 June 13, 1923 10 139.20 

4252 Griffin, Patrick __________ Feb. 13. 1~13 7+ 65.42 May 23,1924 10 146.95 
Feb. 1:;. 1914 12+ 5.00 May 23,1925 10 164.08 
Feb. 11, Hll5 12+ 5.00 964.67 
Feb. 2,1916 12+ 5.00 8256 Jones, HenrY---·--···-··- Mar. 12, 1921 10 300.77 
Feb. 2,1917 11+ 5.00 Feb. 20, 1922 5 111.98 
Feb. 11, 1918 17+ 6.00 Feb. 20, 1922 10 123. 59 
Feb. 5,1919 22+ 7. 50 Feb. 21, 1923 10 182.47 
Feb. 16,1920 16+ ~.00 Fob. 16, 1924 10 170.23 
Jan. 24,1921 18+ . 7.00 Mar. 26, 1925 10 223.37 
Jan. 16,1922 15+ 5.00 ------ 1, 112.41 
Jan. 19,1923 25+ 5.00 5084 Joyce, William ___________ Dec. 22,1913 10 116.25 
Jan. 21,1924 50+ 5.00 Dec. 11,1914 8 68.96 
Jan. 21,1925 31+ 5.00 Dec. 20,1915 8 69.87 
Jan. 22,1926 32+ 6.00 Dec. 19,1916 10 90.33 

------ 136.92 Dec. 15, 1917 10 92.02 
1650 Hall, Fre~ C _____________ Mar. 4,1920 10 130.06 Dec. 10,1918 10 94.92 

Feb. 18,1921 10 100.11 Dec. 27, 1919 10 98.68 
Feb. 13, 1922 10 303.04 Dec. 17,1920 10 104.10' 
Feb. 13, 1922 5 131.68 Jan. 6,1922 10 101.93 
Feb. 21,1923 10 216.71 Dec. 22. H122 10 113.41 
Feb. 20, 1924 10 226.61 Jan. 5,1924 10 141.47 
Mar. 26, 1925 10 231.86 Dec. 24,1924 10 136.65 

------ 1, 340.07 Feb. 10,1926 10 139.40 
------ 1. 367.99 5353 Hermann, Julius _________ Mar. 16,~915 s 153.08 8057 Kass, Isadore J ___________ Dec. 31, 1920 10 141.88 

Mar. 22,1916 9 76.17 Jan. 7,1922 10 98.31 
Mar. 17,1917 10 88.42 Jan. 5,1923 5 42.11 
Mar. 16,1918 10 93.25 Jan. 5,1923 5 15.65 
Mar. 29,1919 10 89.10 Jan. 5,1923 10 l18. 30 
Mar. 10,1920 10 97.21 Jan. 25,1924 10 14.30 
Feb. 18, 1921 10 103.39 Dec. 17, 1924" 7 276.79 
Feb. 11, 1922 10 107.96 Feb. 19,1926 10 217. 93 
Feb. 17,1923 10 121.61 ------- 925.27 
Jan. 25,1924 10 152.13 ---------- . 7950 Kelly, NeilL ____________ Jan. 20,1921 10 150.93 
Jan. 28,1925 10 159.10 Feb. 2,1922 5 46.54 
Mar. 4,1926 10 166.45 Feb. 2,1922 10 126. 57 

1,407.f!/7 Jan. 18,1923 10 172.19 
3887 Higginson, Jas. A------·- Nov. 10,1910 8 83.78 Jan. 21,1924 10 170. 14 

Ma.r. 11,1912 39+ 10.00 Jan. 30,1925 10 181.04 
Mar. 18, 1913 12+ 5.00 Fob. 24,1926 10 1Zl. 27 ----------Mar. 17,1914 16+ 5.00 ------ 974. 68 
Mar. 22,1915 13+ 6.00 3694 Kennedy, Wm. John ••••• Apr. 28, 1911 10 109.40 
Mar. 9,1916 16+ JiOO May 27,1912 12+ 5.00 
Mar. 2,1917 13+ 5.00 May 16,1913 12+ 5.00 
Mar. 11, 1918 17+ 6.00 May 11,1914 10+ 5.00 
Mar. 10,1919 26+ 7. 50 l\Iay 12, 1915 2o+ 5.00 
Ma.r. 17,1920 32+ 6.00 M:ay 5,1916 15+ 5.00 
Apr. 25, 1921 16+ 5.00 May 11,1917 IS+ 6.00 
Apr. 13,1922 35+ 6.00 May 14,1918 22+ 7. 50 
Apr. 27, 1923 19+ 6.00 May 12,1919 21+ 7. 50 
Apr. 21, 1924 46+ 6.00 May 27,1920 3o+ 6.00 
May 5, 1925 22+ 6.00 June 1, 1921 28+ 6.00 ------ 167.28 May 22,1922 25+ 6.00 

8331 Hill, Leon _______________ Apr. 27,1921 10 287.74 Apr. 23, 1923 26+ 6.00 
Apr. 25,1922 6 17.15 Apr. 21, 1924 25+ 6.00 
.Apr. 25,1922 10 84.32 --------- ;May 5,1925 37+ 6.00 
Apr. 27,1923 6 71.50 ----- 191.401 
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9309 Kennon, Genevieve G •. _ May 21,1923 '10 $51.88 8021 McGuire, Edw. V ------- Nov. 19,1920 10 $160. 01 ------] May 20,1924 9- 300.00 Dec. 2,1921 5 39.90 ----------
May 29,1925 10 122.33 Dec. 2, 1921 10 179.59 

$474.21 Dec. 6,1922 10 173.65 
8312 Knight, Frank (or Fran- Apr. 28, 1921 10 168.40 Nov. 14,1923 10 182.01 

cis). Apr. 18,1922 17+ 7. 50 Nov. 24,1924 10 181.18 
Apr. 27, 1923 15+ 7. 50 Jan. 14,1926 10 197.99 =.::.::.:.::.::·- $1,014.33 Apr. 23, 1924 8+ 7. 50 --
May 5,1925 10+ 7. 50 10593 McNeff, James .•••••.••• . Jan. 14, Hl26 7 250.00 250.00 

198.40 4366 McNeil, Wm. J. ••••••••• Jan. 20,1!}13 17 82.03 
2399 Kostick, Frank •••••• : •••. Dec. 21,1907 10 305.43 Feb. 3, 1914 10 5.00 

Dec. 30,1908 8 53.26 Feb. 10, 1915 10 5.00 
Dec. 18,1909 9 77.82 Feb. 15, 1916 10 5.00 
Jan. 4,1911 9 90.44 Feb. 12,1917 10 5. 22 
Jan. 6,1912 9 94.54 Feb. 8,1918 2+ 6. ()() 
Jan. 10, 1913 9 99.74 Feb. 6,1919 15+ 7. 50 
Jan. 21,1914 9 103.41 Feb. 25, 1920 13+ 7. 50 
Jan. 18,1915 . 9 102.94 Mar. 16, 1921 13+ 7. 50 
Jan. ~1. 1916 9 107.69 Mar. 22, 1922 15+ 7. ()() 
Jan. 18, 1917 10 125.79 Mar. 15, 1923 16+ 7. 00 
Jan. 26,1918 10 126.49 Mar. 6, 1924. 27- 6.00 
Jan. 20,1919 10 130. 68 Mar. 12, 1925 23+ 6. 00 ----------
Jan. 31,1920 10 136.94 - - --- 156. 75 
Jan. 11,1921 10 139.40 7883 M~C!l_d:o, Casiniro •••.. .. Sept. 21, 1920 10 133.55 
Jan. 11,1922 .10 150.37 Oct. 5,1921 5 109.83 
Jan. 5,1923 10 144.64 ---------- Oct. 5,1921 10 99.66 
Jan. 21,1924 10 113.62 Sept. 15, 1922 10 161.05 
Dec. 30,1924 10 185.89 Oct. 7,1923 10 171.84 
Feb. 19,1926 10 158.94 Oct. 17, 1924 10 174.71 

2,448. 03 Oct. 7,1925 10 178.08 
468 Krebs, John ..••••• :. ••.•.. Nov. 24,1909 10 101.37 ------ 1,028. 72 

~ov. 26,1910 8 68.06 7832 Mientus, Stanley •••••••• July 23,1920 10 174.90 
Nov. 8,1911 8 69.81 July 19, 1921 10 162.48 
Nov. 14,1912 8 72.83 July 17,1922 10 131.39 
Nov. 8,1913 8 74.53 Jnne 25, 1923 10 145.38 
Nov. 10,1914 8 75.40 Jnne 11, 1924 ·10 193.96 
Nov. 22,1915 9 00.46 July 24, 1925 10 215.10 
Nov. 27,1916 10 103.73 ------ 973. 21 
Nov. 15,1917 10 107.32 7809 Milewski, Joe ..••••••..•• July 21, 1920 I 9 194.87 
Nov. 15,1918 10 110.41 July 19,1921 5 54.52 
Nov. 11,1919 10 107.14 July 19,1921 ·10 173. 14 
Nov. 19,1920 10 120.49 July 6,1922 10 166.22 
Nov. 17,1921 10 133. 52 June 27. 1923 ·10 194. 15 

Krebs, John. •.•• ~---·· ··· 
Dec. 6,1922 10 132.38 Jnne 24, 1924 10 180.09 

3468 Nov. 16, 1923 10 150.43 

' 
July ~4, 1925 10 179.15 

Dec. 9,1924 10 154.23 I ------ 1,142. u 
Nov. 25,1925 10 160.76 7298 Motley, Wilfred R .••••.. Sept. 24, 1919 ·to 59.59 

------ 1, 832.87 Oct. 6, 1920 : 8 244.79 
7851 Kucis, Anton ..•••••••••• July 27, 1920 10 144.79 Oct.. 20,1921 10 163.47 

Aug. 11,1921 5 44.63 Se}it. 29, 11r.n 10 182.74 

·.Aug~-is;i922-
10 164.59 Oct. 12,1923 .10 174. 24 

.10 167.21 Oct. 17,1~ 10 184.87 
Sept. 12, 1923 10 186.52 Oct. 3,1~5 10 193.50 
Aug. 18,1924 10 181.22 1- --- 1, 203.20 
Sept. 10, 1925 10 191. ().{ 

1,·080. 00 
4711 Mutschal, Gus ••••.••.... Aug. 16, 1917 10 153.96 t 

1- ---- Aug. 28,1919 8 160.73 
7666 Kuhn, AnnaT •.••••••••• Oct. 12,1923 6+ 300.00 ---------- Dec. 14,1920 · to . 16.60 

Sept. 30, 1924 13+ 7.00 ---------- Jan. 10, 1922 · 10 22.55 
Sept. 28, 1925 13+ 7.00 ---------- Jan. 14,1924 ;10 17.00 

------ 314.00 Dec. 17, 1924 ' 10 17.47 
8780 Lee, RoleY.~-------------- Mar. 7,1922 5 134. 95 Feb. 19, 19~ 10 18.71 

--------------- 10 188.00 ~-- 407.02 
Feb. 23, 1923 10 204.22 8402 Navarro8o, Santiago •••••. June 3,1921 10 

195.62 r---------Feb. 14, 1924 10 204.25 May 27,1922 10 119.73 ----------
Mar. 17, 1925 10 210.81 Jnne 23, 1923 10 135. 19 -------··· 

,942. 23 Jnne 6,1924 ' 10 143.82 -- --------
4281 Lindell, Oscar ••••••••... Feb. 17, 1913 8 86.51 i June 20, 1925. · 10 H5.59 ..•....... 

Feb. 18,1914 11+ 5.00 
Sept. 21, 19io 218. 981-=== 739.95 

Feb. 11,1915 10 6.80 7805 Nicboletto, Castenro •••.• 10 
Feb. 2, 1916 10 6. 59 Oct. 20, 1921 7+ 289.42 ----------
Feb. 2, 1917 10 5.41 Sept. 29, 1922 8 172. 30 ----------
Feb. 7,.1918 12+ G. 00 Oct. ·12, 1923 9 200. 99 1 __________ 
Feb. 10, 1919 16+ 7.50 Oct. 23, 1924 9 213.85 ----······ 
Feb. 25,1910 15+ 7.50 Oct. 7,1925 s+ 200.00 --······-· 
Feb. 1, 1921 '12+ 7.50 ------- 1, 295.54 
Feb. 3,1922 13+ 6.50 4207 O'Brien, John •••••••.•••• Feb. 8,1913 7 76.19 
Jan. 22,1923 12+ 7.00 Feb. 10, 1914 10+ 5.00 
Jan. 21,1924 9+ 6.00 Feb. 17, 1915 10+ 5.00 
Jan. 21,1925 22+ 6.00 Feb. 9,1916 11+ 5.00 
Jan. 22,1926 12+ 6.00 Feb. 2,1917 10+ 5.00 

- --- 170.31 Feb. 8,1918 13+ 6.00 
4345 M.aiss, Julius •••••••••••.• Mar. 8,1912 8 124.91 Feb. G, 1919 15+ 7. 50 

Mar. 14,1913 10 5. 31 Feb. 25, 1920 Hl+ 7. 50 
Mar. 18,1914 8+ 290.43 Mar. 18, 1921 14+ 5. 00 
Mar. 8,1915 10 23.14 Mar. 10,1922 18+ 6. ()() 
Mar. 25, 1916 10 26.66 Mar. 16,1923 21+ 6.00 
Mar. 19,1917 10 28.08 Mar. 6,1924 28+ 6.00 
Mar. 13, 1918 10 29.73 Mar. 17,1925 17+ 

5. ()() ~ ========== Apr. 24, 1919 10 37.58 ---- 145.19 
June 21, 1920 10 34.81 7759 Pach, Frank •• ___________ Sept. 17,1920 8 188.38 
Aug. 20, 1921 10 34.50 Oct. 19,1921 10 115.12 
Aug. 11, 1922 10 31.38 Sept. 29, 1922 10 109.37 
July 3,1923 10 34.95 Oct. 4,1923 5+ 300.00 
Jnne 9,1924 10 33.80 Oct. 31,1924 9 208..43 
June 8,1925 10 30.24 Oct. 10,1925 8+ 200.00 

------ 765.52 
Perko, Frank ..• : •••••••• 

------ 1, 121.30 
7811 McCarty, Francis X ••••• July 21, 1920 ' 10 114.94 7812 July 20,1920- 10 148.30 

July 19, 1921 10 149.69 June 10, 1921 10 9L57 
.July 1,1922 5 100.63 June 9,1922 5 132.05 
July 1,1922 8 160.61 June 9,1922 8 146.03 
June 25, 1923 9 200.00 May 26,11123 10 217.28 
June 9,1924 10 208.24 l June 19, 1924 9 203.13 
Ma7 ~.1~ Q 215.73 

1;149.84 
June 20,1925 9- 200.00 

.---,--- 1,138.36 
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Lu- Commission Attor· Lu- Commission At tor-

nacy Name of ward Date ney's Total nacy N~meofward Date -ney's Total . 
No. Rate Amount fee N'o • . ~ount fee Rate 

--------
Per Per 
cent 7633 Smith, Rodney M •••••• 

cent 
7874 Petrovitch, Stephen ______ Oct. 6,1920 10 $129.99 Ian. 22,19W 10 $106.28 

Oct.. 29, 1921 10 194.76 Jan. 24,1921 10 3W.·15 

Nov. 1,1922 5 41.25 Feb. 2,1922 10 219. 21 

Nov. 1,1922 10 207.54 Jan. 13,1923 10 221.86 

Nov. 14,1923 10 174.97 Jan. 25,1924 9+ 200.00 
Npv. H , 1924 10 140.30 Jan. 28, 1~5 10 207.91 
Oct. 29, 1925 10 31.62 ------ $1,275.41 

------ $920.43 7723 Smith, Charles F ---···-- Oct. 1).1920 10 146.05 

7787 Pierce, Leighton B ••••••• July 27, 1920 10 163.94 Oct. 25,1921 10 177.51 
June 30, 1921 5 99.28 Oct. 23,1922 5 66.17 
June 30, 1921 10 158.94 Oct. 23,1922 -10 132.28 
June H,1922 10 201.33 Nov. 9,1923 10 187.74 
June 14, 1923 10 207.31 Nov. 13,1924 10 178.24 

June 9,1924 9+ 200.00 Oct. 28, 1925 10 164.12 
June 26, 1925 9+ 200.00 8919 Smith, Evelina P ···-----

------ 1, 052. 11 

------ 1, 230.80 May 15,1922 7 120.21 

8412 Powers, Thomas F _______ Nov. 11,1925 5+ 250.00 250.00 May 11,1923 9- 150.00 

7957 Puesley, George __________ Oct. 6,1920 10 119.21 June 9,1924 10 173.97 

Oct. 31,1921 5 94.20 June 20, 1925 10 162.14 
Oct. 31, 1921 8 156.03 Jan. 26,1926 8+ 75.00 

Oct. 23,1922 10 253.95 Jan. 26,1926 5 150.00 
Nov. 14,1923 9+ 200.00 9573 Starkes, Thomas Nelson. 

:---- 831.32 
Nov. 13, 1924 9 232.69 Nov. 9,1923 10 145.75 ----------
Nov. 12,1925 10 180.-t5 Nov. 4,1924 10 121.79 ----------

1, 236.53 Oct. 29,1925 10 121.79 ----------
9973 Randall, William ________ June 24,1924 5 71.26 ------ 389.33 

June 24,1924 10 76.72 8030 Steele, Hugh A-·--··----- Nov. 24,1920 10 161.66 

June 8,1925 10 86.44 Dec. 1,1921 5 76.98 

234.42 Dec. 1,1921 10 140.67 

7685 Richardson, Arthur T. __ May 6,1920 10 133.98 Dec. 15,1922 10 204.81 

May 17,1921 10 101.41 Nov. 17,1923 10 214.22 

Apr. 24, 1922 5 143.30 Nov. 24,1924 10 220.96 
Apr. 24, 1922 10 164.58 Jan. 28,1926 10 215.80 

Apr. 26,1923 5 44.00 .7744 Stehman. dameron ______ 
------ 1, ,235.10 

Apr. 26,1923 8 172.46 Dec. 2,1921 4+ 164.48 ----------
May 17,1924 9 204.28 Jan. 30,1923 5 122.55 ----------
May 14,1925 8+ 200.00 Jan. 30,1924 5 122.19 ----------

------ 1, 164.01 May 16,1925 4+ 600.00 ----- ·----
5810 Robertson, Daniel B~·-·- Feb. 4,1916 10 66.78 ------ 1, 009.22 

Feb. 16,1917 10 57.50 3545 Stone, William C •••••••. Sept. 13, 1909 4 39.90 I $150.00 
Feb. ~. 1918 10 54.69 Aug. 25, 1910 5 90.16 

Feb. 18,1919 10 54.77 Aug. 25, 1911 4 72.77 

APt:. 9,1920 10 63.47 Aug. ~.1912 4~ 52.39 
May 5,1921 8 50.70 Aug. 22, 1913 7 140.91 

May 10,1922 10 62.56 Atlg. 8,1914 7 120.63 
Apr. 26,19'".!3 10 77.18 Aug. 6,1915 10 142.75 
May 20,1924 10 81.35 Aug. 22, 1916 10 135.78 

M~y 16,1925 10 82.15 Aug. 14,1917 10 181.08 

651.15 Aug. 13, 1918 10 181.17 

7718 Rocco, Fem.ia •• ·--·-····· Jan. 1,1920 10 209.73 Aug. 11, 1919 10 198. 57 
June 11,1921 10 168.61 Sept. 9,1920 10 200.56 
May, 18, 1922 10 137.02 Aug. 30, 1921 10 217. 11 
June 12, 1923 10 140.05 Sept. 13, 1922 10 218.87 
May 21,1924 10 147.42 Sept. 15, 1923 10 230.58 
June 20, 1925 10 134.33 Aug. 19, 1924 10 233. 62 

------ 937.16 Sept. 14. 1925 8 213.18 

7958 !Wse, John H--···------- Oct. 6, 1920 8 249.66 
Oct: 5, 1921 10 169.06 2,670.03 150.00 2, .820. 03 
Sept. 29, 1922 10 173.61 1591 Straub, Charles •••••••••• 

==== 
Oct. 12, 1923 10 182.33 June 6,1905 7 346.26 
Oct. 31, 1924 10 187.89 July 19, 1906 9 49.88 

Oct. 10, 1925 10 195.42 July 22, 1907 9 53.70 

1, 157.97 1908 9 56.50 
8464 Rutledge, Patric:t. ••••• ~-- Aug. 25, 1921 9 301.21 July 16. 1909 9 69.63 

Aug. 12, 1922 10 155.13 Aug. 22, 1910 10 83.03 
Sept. 26, 1923 10 167.44 Aug. 11,1911 9 72.90 
Aug. 22, 1924 10 162.64 .Aug. 8,1912 9+ 73.74 
Sept. 10, 1925 10 167.94 Aug. 23,1913 10 87.85 

954.36 Aug. 10,1914 10 86.42 
7814 Sefigas, Gust.---------·-- Joly 20, 1920 10 148 . .99 Aug. 6,1915 10 92.53 

June .23, 1921 10 124.55 Aug. 22, 19.16 10 93.33 
June 19, 1922 -10 131.03 Aug.· 14, 1917 10 92.60 
June 23, 1923 10 144.74 Aug. 13, 1918 10 98.36 j 

July 18, 1924 10 142.83 Aug. 26, 1919 10 99.20 i ~ 

July 24, 1925 10 147.56 Sept. 10, 19?i> 10 113.69 I 

1- --- 839.70 Oct. 19, 1921 10 118.35 

7933 Selecman, Jos. 8 ••••••••• Sept. 21, 1920 9 204.02 Sept. 13, 1922 10 115. ().i 

Oct: 5,1921 10 131.56 Sept. 15, 1923 10 ll5. 90 

Oct. 9,1922 10 127.41 Aug. 22, 1924 10 117.68 

Oct. 16,1923 10 134.60 Aug. 25,1925 10 114.93 

Oct. 17,1924 10 70.45 8332 
1------- 2, 151.52 

Oct. 23,1925 10 144.02 
Sutton, William __________ June 7,1921 10 178. 76 

812.06 May 25,1922 5 100.33 

10289 Shea, Wm. Patrick ______ Mar. 31, 1925 10 121.74 12L74 May 25,1922 10 153.61 
1155 Sinnott, James A •••••••• May 23,1904 8+ 100.00 May 26,1923 9+ 200. ()() 

Feb. 8,1006 10 95.11 June 6, 1924: 9- 200.00 
Jan; 29,1967 8 56.51 June 20, 1925 10- 200.00 ----------
Jan: 24, 1908· 8 49.84 7748 Taylor, French ____ · ______ 1---- 1, 032.70 
Feb. 18, 1969 8 48.45 Aug. 27, 1920 10 138.10 

Mar. 22,1911 8 96.13 Aug. 25, 1921 5 99.98 

Mar. 22,1912 6 45.05 .Aug. 25, 1921 10 147.28 

Mar. 26,1913 5 30.02 
Aug. 7,1922 10 202.47 

Apr. 6, 1914· 5 30.07 Sept. 19, 1923 9 204.15 

.Apr. 13, 1915 6 36.11 Dec. 15, 1924 10 218.07 
Apr. 29, 1916· 7 42.17 Aug. 29, 1925 9- 200.00 

tl,r. 20, 1917 8 48.14 7959 Th'omas, Sidor-----------
------ 1, 210.05 

a~ 7,1918 8 48.33 Oct. 28,1920 8 250.01 

Ma 29,19-19- 10 60.4.7 Oct. 25,1921 10 172.02 

Aug. 9,1920 10 75.56 Oct. 23,1922 10 178.98 

July 9, 1921 · 10 60.00 Nov. 9,1923. 10 187.98 
July .24,1922 10 60.06 Nov. 13,1924 10 88.27 
Sept. 19, 1923· 10 60.24 N9V, 12,1~. (•) 100.00 --- 977.26 
Aug. 18, 1924· 7+ 25.00 _ I Rate &{ld amount ~f coJllllli:lsion ~or.-1909, 1910, 1911, and 1912 represents one-half 
Sept. 25, 1925· 10 75.40 

1,142.66.-
as records show QOmnuttee durmg wd years. ' 
· • No nef assets for basis. · 

LXVIII--237 
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Lu
nacy 
No. 

Name of ward Date 
Commission 

Rate Amount 

Attor-
ney's Total 

fee 

----·l------------------l·----------11----r-----J-------~ 

6225 

·8101 

4.164 

3376 

7806 

8575 

8266 

Per 
cent 

Thompson, John W ----- Oct. 10,1914 12+ $75.00 
Oct. 22, 1915 10 63.71 
Oct. 21,1916 10 64.45 
Oct. 25, 1917 10 65.11 
Oct. 15,1918 10 66.34 
Oct. 14, 1919 10 66.96 ----------
Oct. 28,1920 10 75.60 ----------
Oct. 27,1921 10 74.16 
Nov. 1,1922 10 76.05 
Nov. 17,1923 10 84.21 
Nov. 14, 1924 10 86.55 
NOV. 12, 1925 10 84.14 

$882.28 
Vazquez, Genaro ••••••••• Dec. 16, 1920 10 178.73 

Dec. 2,1921 10 143.09 
Dec. 15, 1922 5 53.37 
Dec. 15, 1922 10 162.80 ----------
Nov. 17, 1923 10 177.·H ----------
Dec. 15, 1924 10 180.36 ----------
Jan. 28,1926 10 186.93 ----------------

Watkins, Lee 0 ••••• ----- Nov. 10, 1911 8 232.80 
Nov. 23,1912 8 51.86 

1,082. 69 

Nov. 10,1913 10 16.32 
Nov. 10, 1914 13+ 17.74 
Nov. 26, 1915 8 18.47 
NOV. 21, 1916 10 22.67 
Nov. 7,1917 10 10.74 
Nov. 15, 1918 10 21.00 
Nov. 11,1919 to+ 17.13 
Nov. 24, 1920 10 21.39 
Nov. 17,1921 10 20.86 
Dec. 20, 1922 10 20.09 
Dec. 5,1923 10 19.39 
Dec. 9,1924 10 20.~9 
Jan. Z4,1926 10 20.34 

'--------- 531.09 
Weaver, Lewis ••••••••••• Sept. 7,1909 8 167.78 

Aug. 22,1910 10 40.81 
Aug. 25,1911 10 47.75 
Aug. 8,1912 10 41.03 
Aug. 23, 1913 10 47.43 
Aug. 10, 1914 10 44.68 
Aug. 16,1915 10 46.75 
Aug. 3,1916 10 48.52 
Aug. 14, 1917 10 46.72 
Aug. 13, 1918 12+ 60.00 
Sept. 10,1919 10 48.56 
Aug. 28, 1920 10 48.46 
Aug. 30, 1921 10 48.47 
Sept. 13, 1922 10 48.96 
Sept. 15,1923 10 48.69 
Oct. 14,1924 10 43.31 
Oct. 7,1925 10 35.92 

------ 913.84 Williams, Henry _________ Sept. 13, 1920 10 128.07 
Aug. 20, 1921 10 198.61 
Aug. 1,1922 10 132.25 
Sept. 14, 1923 10 149.38 
Oct. 31,1924 10 155.52 
Oct. 10,1925 10 117.79 

c----- 881.62 
Winbush, Hayne _________ Oct. 20,1921 5 64.09 

Oct. 20,1921 10 215.21 
Oct. 4,1922 10 199.10 
Oct. 12,1923 9+ 200.00 
Oct. 31,1924 10 211.34 
Oct. 7,1925 10 230.20 

------ 1, 119.94 
Wright, Richard ________ Apr. 28,1921 5 259.55 

Mar. 27,1922 8 127. 23 ----------
Mar. 6,1923 10 174.45 ----------
Feb. 16, 1924 10 137.58 ----------
Mar. 18, 1925 10 61.23 ---------------- 760.04 

TotaL~------------ ----- ---------- ______________ -- -------- 109,070.25 

HERBERT L. DAVIS, 
.&udilor Supreme C&urt, District of Columbia. 

You will note that in the William C. Stone case Fenning 
received $2,820.03 fees for himself out of that boy's estate ; in 
the Charles Straub case Fenning received $2,151.52 fees for 
himself; that in the Frank Koslick case Fenning received 
$2,448.03 fees for himself; that in the John Krebs case Fen~ 
ning received $1,832.87 fees for himself; that in the Frederick 
Dixon case Fenning received $1,925.08 fees for himself; that in 
52 other cases said Fenning received more than $1,000 fees for 
himself in each of said 52 cases, and that in 23 other cases said 
Fenning received more than $800 fees for himself in each of 
said 23 cases, and that his rates of commission in some of tlie 
case. ran as high as the amount stated in my said charges. 

FENNING'S FEElS IN SOME OLDER CASES 

At my request Judge Walter L. McCoy, chief justice of the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, had the clerk of 
said court certify the attorney fees and commissions allowed 

said Frederick A. Fenning out of his wards' estates in lunacy 
cases dating back to 1899, showing that said Fenning had re
ceived in such lunacy cases $8,412.05 attorney's fees, $46,129.60 
commissions as committ~e for his wards, and $7,501.43 premiums 
on bonds: 

CLERK'S OFFICE, SUPREME COURT 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Washington, D. 0., May 4, 1926. 

Hon. THOMAS L. BLANTON, 

Hottse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
SIR: I inclose herewith, in response to your reque t, statement pre

pared by this office showing fees of Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., in cer
tain lunacy ca.ses filed in this court. 

Respectfully, 

Statement preparecZ by clerk's office, Supt•eme Co-urt, District of OoltW"
bia, to1· Oongresstnan Blanton as to tees received by Frederick A. 
FMning in lunacy cases docketed in said co~urt, March 1, 1899, to Ma1/ 
1, 1925 

No. Name 
Amount Amount 

Amount of received received 
estate as attor- as com-

ney mittee 

Allow
ance for 

bond 

--1·------------------·1------1-----------
679 BelL __ ----------·---------------- $677.70 $50.00 ---------- ----------730 Ross ______ ------------------------ 3,051.45 30.00 ---iiiio- ................... ---945 Thomas.----------------------- 131.10 

1365 Bastin ________ ---------------- •• _ 2, 053.42 15.00 172.83 ----$27:oo 
1376 McGahan __ ---------------------- 666.61 30.00 48. 33 -----79:oo 1394 Tbiem.kc. _ ----------------------- 1,609. 30 35.00 218.49 
1411 Disaga ____________ .• _____ --------- 126.75 30.00 
1439 Wheeler-------------------------- 394.85 43.38 -----20:oo 
1574 Hughes .• _--------- _______ -------- 106.35 
1637 Corbett._------------------------ 475.59 20.00 58.04 
1652 Crowe _______ --------- __ ----- _____ 1, 068.78 95.40 10.00 
1683 Vivian._------------------------- 1, 073.69 5.00 171.20 5.00 
1694 Brunich ___ •• --------------------- 192.09 15.00 14.20 5.00 
1713 Stock _______ ----- _________________ 159.39 20.00 10.93 5.00 
1Yl4 Stokoe ___________ ---- _____________ 105.24 20.00 5.50 5.00 
1735 Ochs. _ --------------------------- 979.00 30.00 97.90 
1751 Briggs _________ ------------------- 665.25 67.22 5.00 
1769 0 berchain. ___ .- __ .-. ___ •• _------- 227.02 17.70 5.00 
1770 Hooper--------------------------- 101.33 10.00 ----?i:w· ----------1771 Knapp ____ •• ---- •• ____ ------- ____ 716.65 
1792 Johnson _____ ---- _________________ 3, 347.29 311.65 42.00 
1802 Denny, John ________________ ; ____ 357.31 28.58 10.00 
1814 Toppin, Emily------------------ 48.00 4.80 
1818 Bishop, John B ..• -------·-------- 881.75 74.41 22.00 
1836 Gannon, Bradley----------------- 1, 645.45 114.90 62.00 
1864 Kopeso, Andrew __ ----------·---- 62.04 6.20 5.00 
1865 Washington, John ________________ 399. 09 23.94 11.00 
1890 Richardson, Custis _______________ 158.59 15.85 5.00 
1892 Oiesalman, John._--------------- 117.69 10.00 5.00 
1900 Thomas~h~------------------ 226.19 17.61 5.00 
1901 Maczros , J ·an ________________ 957.91 67.15 55.00 
1002 Nestler, Otto __ ------------------- 384.24 30.74 12.00 
1903 Norris, Tbos. J -------------·----- 77.51 10.00 5.00 
1904 West, Chauncey __________________ 1,085. 69 112.00 55. 00 
1905 Wolschendorf, Adolph ____________ 920.00 69.21 5.00 
l!l06 Wynch, Jacob ____________________ 1,098. 65 25.00 175.08 55.00 
1913 Gaffney, James ___________________ 110.60 16.06 
1931 Padell, Adolph. __________________ 980.89 75.00 61.97 5.00 
1939 Rafferty, James __________________ 236.57 20.00 21.29 ----------1940 Rice, James.--------------------- 730.80 50.00 ----i5:45" ----------1949 Will, Frank:_--------------------- 154.5! 
1950 Brogan, Mildred _________________ 1, W7. d3 106.31 59.00 
1961 Dooley, Martin ______________ ____ •• 781.90 363.67 52.00 
1962 Thompson, Jas. W ______________ 165.69 10.58 5.98 
1972 Cmtin, John ____ _. ________________ 824.75 91.52 30.00 
1973 Wertbschutzky, Louis ____________ 1, 212.02 85.00 59.00 
1983 O'Neil, Charles __________________ 250.72 15.05 5. 00 
1984 Cummings, Dennis __________ _____ 1, 154.54 87.86 97.00 
1985 Lewis, LeeK. ____________________ 211.84 16.18 5.00 
1996 Mungavin, Patrick.. ______________ 862.49 63.53 66.00 
1997 Potter, John 8------------------- 306.17 19.16 10.00 
2007 Burke, William._---------------- 5!3.9-t 50.25 30.00 
2008 Croosen, William. ________________ 1, 062.80 63.44 18.20 
2009 Farrell, William_ ________________ 675.62 48.47 10.00 
2010 Hershman, Lorenzo.------------- 289.09 18.12 5.00 
2011 Pallagi, Alexander ________________ 143.00 9.30 5.00 
2020 Doctor, Joe _______________________ 356.51 18.18 10.00 
2036 Kelly, Thomas L ---------------- 245.20 19.52 5.00 
2037 Sheirclifie, MichaeL _____________ 261.41 21.14 5.00 
2038 Young, Edward __________________ 172.87 12.28 5.00 
2046 Frank, John ______________________ 356.52 21.30 12.00 
2047 Germann, James W---------•---- 201.43 13. 13 5. 00 
2048 Robertson, Robert _______________ 264.39 21.44 5.00 
2049 Sears1 William ___ -------·-------- 1, 391.94 176.30 106.50 
2060 Dommick, Benjamin F----------- 244.10 19.41 5.00 
2096 O'Connell, Barth _________________ 339.40 20. 94 13.00 
2097 Price, Frederick J. _______________ 866.91 117. 80 71.60 
2098 Winters, John. ____ -------------- 464.02 38.06 23.00 
2124 Trasi, Saul 0-------------------- 343.41 22.34 12.00 
2125 Powell, SidneY------------------- 523.89 3?. 61 25.80 
2150 Baxter'£!ohn M------------------ 440.51 41.69 16.00 
2151 ~r~~men~HilliS::::::::::::::::: 779.01 82.52 33.00 
2169 856.66 105.30 76.20 
2170 Tjernstrom, 0------------------ 397.77 30.59 22. 50 
2199 Ivers, William 1------------------ 196.26 ---------- 14.62 5. 00 
2200 Moran, Charles----------------- 1,211. 35 ---------- 131.77 68.20 
2209 Johnson, John A--------------·-- 1n.59 12.15 5.00 
2'1Zl Penhale, Humphrey ______________ 96.04 9. 60 5.00 
2237 Cotfrey, John. __ •• ----------···-- 351.63 30.95 15.00 
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No. Name 
Amount Amount 

Amount of received received 
estate as attor- as com-

ney mittee 

Allow
ance for 

bond 
No. Name 

Amount Amount 
Amount of received received 

estate as attor- as com-
ney mittee 

Allow
ance for 

bond 

--1-----------+----1--- --- ---
2238 Williams, Richard_______________ $160.53 $11.05 $5.00 4218 Smith, SamueL__________________ $729.99 $65.80 
2256 Clay burg, Elmer __ --------------- 157.38 10.73 5. 00 4253 Treadwell, Charles_______________ 191.58 35.00 
2257 Smelski, Edward________________ 222.39 17.23 5. 00 4261 Jacob, Peter______________________ 445.24 62. 77 

2274 Fehlemelcher, Fred J_____________ 141.41 14.14 5. 00 4280. Turbett, E.---------------------- 356.24 -------- __ 35.62 

$30.00 
50.00 
37.50 
50.00 22&7 Muloey, Jas. F _ ------------------ 613.22 37.44 40.00 4270 Sauter, Mary E__________________ 2, 774.65 $40.00 

1 

182.93 

2292 Dougherty, Patrick.------------- 228.28 17. 83 5. 00 4282 Gill, William_____________________ 1, 002.68 ---------- 103.94 50.00 
2319 Compton, Absolom._____________ 978.98 70.24 27.40 4291 Tomaso, Andrew----------------- 2, 371.82 ---------- 207.64 64. 70 
2320 Scanlon, John J. ___ -------------- 220.78 17.00 5. 00 4335 Fallon, Patrick___________________ 2, 489. 53 ---------- 191.88 26.28 
2321 Makslahti, Abraham_____________ 766.05 97.44 65.00 4354 Stephens, Alex. W---------------- ------------ 36.16 --------------------

~~ :l~¥~r;"~~na-_-_-_-::::::::::::::::: ~il ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ !a~ f>~!ie~~h~aii::::::::::::::::: ~~:I~ ~: ~ ~8: ~ 
2332 Condon, William_________________ 233. 10 13. 56 5. 00 4365 McCorskin, John_________________ 840.43 50.43 5. 00 
2355 Spence, SamueL_________________ 685.72 45.50 25.80 4385 Burge, Robert____________________ 182.69 18.26 5. 00 
2.172 Wessel, .August___________________ 239.87 18.98 5. 00 4386 Cooney, Robert]________________ 647.16 45.30 5. 00 
2382 Brown, John_--- ----------------- 680.81 49.08 19.00 4387 McGivin, Frank.---------------- 309. 53 40.44 9. 17 
2400 Rawlinson, William______________ 443.69 53.48 20.00 4415 Gerdoo, PhiliP------------------------------- 10.00 ---------- ----------
2410 Hoffm!\0, Lucas__________________ 422.74 40.94 20.00 4450 Kendrick, John P ---------------- 390. 70 ------ ____ 39.07 5. 00 
2411 Kehler,Jacob____________________ 265.44---------- 18.!39 5.00 4451 O'Reilly,T.w___________________ 117.10---------- 15.00 5.00 
2479 Stickney, B---------------------- ------------ $30.00 -------------------- 4476 11.1assey, A. W-------------------- ------------ 93.00 --------------------
2490 Butler, John._------------------- 226.98 20.00 12.69 10.00 4492 Crouse, Henry C ----------------- 646.35 -------- __ 75. 89 30.00 
2554 Snyder, George___________________ 173.50 15 .. 00 12.35 5.00 4507 Jordan, Kate C.------------------------------ 35.00 ----------]------ ----
2555 Lupken, John W ----------------- 242.28 ---------- 19.23 5. 00 4513 Pope, James A------------------- 6, 436.05 ---------- 587.52 · 100. o 
2571 Savary,Jos.E ____________________ 2,998.27 20.00 ---------- 52.50 4533 Best,Thomas____________________ 181.36 ---------- 18.13! 5.0 
2572 Morton, L. ---------------------- 106.46 15.00 13.81 4553 Sokol, Anthony_----------------- 250.97 29. 85 5. oo 
2583 Wagner, William_________________ 132.26 8.22 5.00 4565 Schwan, Rudolph________________ 1,083.33 ------- --- 116.37 50.00 
2592 Newman, William H_____________ 130.52 8. 05 5. 00 4571 Barela, Arthur Q_________________ 3, 751.08 35.00 ---------- ----------
2608 Brett, James.-------------------- 292.28 24. 22 5. 00 4581 Olsen, Clement___________________ 173.37 25. oo 5. oo 
2618 Lindeberg, Evan F --------------- 4, 433.31 400.92 3~. 00 4612 Blomquist, Haagen_______________ 637.82 94.41 50. oo 
2634 Nordstrom,JohnC______________ 125.55 7.50 5.00 4625 Bauker,Lawrence________________ 637.92 61.00 20.00 
2727 O'Reilly, T. W ------------------- 654.05 ---------- 58.86 7. 00 4636 Davis, Susanna__________________ 720.59 72.04 15.00 
2728 Ambler, E. F-- ------------------ 927.31 5. 00 ---- - ----- 5. 00 4654 Ireland, Charles__________________ 1, 615. 22 129. 22 
2777 Brown, John_____________________ 1,283.42 25.00 115.51 5.00 4662 Ward, William___________________ 533.60 79.54 30.00 
2794 Madsen,Oluf. ___________________ 75.00 7.50 6.00 4689 Gregory,Stephen _________________ 146.22 20.00 5.00 
2795 McTighe, Patrick________________ 1, 590.51 178.20 67.00 4733 Fulton, Elizabeth _________ : ______ 118.40 20. oo 5. oo 
2870 Kelly, MichaeL__________________ 4, 769.60 25.00 437.95 27.00 4744 Walters, John N__________________ 3,637.17 363.84 10.00 
2872 McGee, Terrence_________________ 1, 901.41 190. 14 4764 Ande.rson, Laureta.- ------------- 990.30 136. 06 55. oo 
2829 Yates, John______________________ 721.69 60.90 23.00 4802 Voelcker, Otto____________________ 845.52 122.64 50. oo 
2931 Scott, John_______________________ 1, 141.25 125.94 67.00 4824 McCarthy, John F --------------- 1,478.18 ---------- 138.18 15.00 
2798 Hentz, Joseph____________________ 186.42 13.64 5. 00 4.829 Fardon, A. P_____________________ 24,111. 28 75.00 ---------- _________ _ 
3059 Kefes, Jakob.-------------------- 160. 68 11.06 5. 00 4.858 Bod win, 1. !______________________ 1, 396. 24 139. 62 6. 25 
3101 Whelan, James___________________ 3, 019.91 ---------- 186.22 32.00 4859 Meeteer, W. B_ ------------------ 5, 630. 79 412. 07 20. oo 
3178 Lane, Annie E------------------- ------------ 5.00 -------------------- 4876 Goodridge, C. E__________________ 3,121.49 249.72 24.00 
3182 Randle, Sidney___________________ 1, 250. 65 100.05 4888 Hughes, Ellen____________________ 2, 844.81 220. 18 
3183 Reiss, K. L- --------------------- 266.98 36.69 14.00 4893 Fitzgerald, Annie_________________ 108.55 ---------- 25.00 5. 00 
3227 Hageomeister, Edward T_________ 331.92 27.19 6. 00 4919 Todd, Albert_____________________ 724.86 25.00 ------- - -- ----------
3226 Biscoe,W.T _____________________ 272.52 22.95 5.00 4937 Thorensen,OlaL _________________ 142.66 25.00 5.00 
3274 Phillips, C. Lester--------------- 1, 618.59 35.00 25.00 --------- 4946 Freeman, Joseph W -------------- 613. 63 95.28 26.34 
3360 Peterson, CarL___________________ 366.51 141,65 ----·-- - --- - 5. 00 4984 Clancy, Mary-------------------- 858. 71 85. 72 15.00 
3410 Murphy, Jeremiah. _____________ : 645.72 ---------- 77. 58 46.00 5000 Parsekian, Annie.---------------- 281. 83 28. 28 5. oo 
3411 Connor, William_________________ 14,439.48 ~--------- 1, 522.13 292.00 5010 Osterman, Marcus_______________ 206.44 20.64 5.00 
3413 McCradden, William L ------ ---- 38.01 lJ4. 96 --------- _ 5. 00 5021 Brady, James.------------------- 1, 803.27 198.09 20. oo 
3484 Wagner, John __ ------------------ 716.08 42.97 8. 75 5061 Ashwell, Frederick.-------------- 67. 50 15.00 5. 00 
3504 Lindgren, Gustave_______________ 950.41 123.70 70. 01 5062 Ellis, Wesley R___________________ 2, 706.97 217.91 33.33 
3505 Bullo, Antonio.------------------ 1, 114. 18 158. 39 86.01 5103 Kabayski, Riotaro________________ 1, 043.41 __________ 113.08 25.00 
3511 Synan, Joha._____________________ 897. 75 89.77 10.00 5121 Rexford, Caroline L. ------ ------- ------------ 618.00 ---------- ----------
3543 Anshultz, A---------------------- 834.30 83.43 10.00 5144 Leonard, Thos ____________________ ------------ 141.50 ---------- ----------
3544 Potash, MichaeL________________ 1, uo. 23 111.02 10. oo ~i46r BMilr?1wner,'wwillii~aa:a:::::::::::::::: _____ m ___ ._oa ___ ----

1
-
5 
... 

00 
•.• ____ 29 __ ._oo _________ 5_._oo __ 3601 Wells, Geo. W____________________ 1, 132.26 99.02 15.00 

3610 Woodhull, Frank.________________ 4,541.66 378.45 12.00 5172 Forster, Raymond________________ 56.00 ---------- 10.00 5.00 
3637 Savany, Lydia.------------------ 1, 233.06 73. 98 5182 Coleman, James H--------------- 132.40 ---------- 30.00 5. oo 
3638 Anderson, James_________________ 1,444.08 115.53 __ 5212 Fox, Harold H------------------- ------------ 25.00 ---------- ----------
3639 Jones, Philip __ ------------------- 1, 368.68 109. 62 -----i2~ 00 5259 Haines, Richard__________________ 274.72 ---------- 31. 89 15. oo 
3649 Wallace, John.------------------- 656.00 70.03 22.00 5269 West, Mary J. _ ------------------ 119. 89 ---------- 25. oo 5. oo 
3654 Freeland, Edward B. __ ---------- 1, 041. 10 106. 83 60.14 5281 Moulthrop, Wm. L_______________ 255.23 ---------- 29.96 10.00 
3680 P.tl.regen, William_________________ 1,580. 77 215.00 27.82 5302 Bell, Henry A-------------------------------- 90.00 --------------------
3693 Wajciedowski, Richard___________ 933.01 111.96 46.70 5332 Rogers, SamueL_________________ 679. 88 ---------- 167.29 15.00 
3732 Chain, Frederick_________________ 711. 17 55.72 10.00 5333 Michael, Walter _______ _.__________ 42. 50 20.00 ------- ___ 5. oo 
3749 Evans, Charles H __ -------------- 319.61 36.61 10.00 5367 Allen, George_____________________ 1, 419.75 150.00 ---------- 10.00 
3756 Mason, MichaeL_________________ 1, 374.00 99.-97 10.00 5374 Fitton, Joseph ____________________ ------------ 30.00 ---------- ----------
3758 Clapp, Robert C_________________ 284.95 75.00 15.00 5399 Young, Agnes G__________________ 2,313.93 131.39 34.00 
3763 Mansfield, Garett W ------------- 122.49 12.24 5. 00 5479 McCollough, Tarling C__________ 1, 235.20 ---------- 123.88 10.00 
3779 Kline, Charles____________________ I, 119.87 152.60 74.17 5541 Works, A. P. R_ ----------------- 228.56 30.00 ---- - --- - - ----------
3793 Evans, George____________________ 723.30 67.33 5. 00 5560 Hoff, Edward F ------------------ I, 693.89 187. 64 20.00 
3826 Ajinelaus, Gustaf_________________ 502.49 61.63 20.00 5626 Coan, James______________________ 700.12 ---------- 87.45 30.00 = ~~~t~~:I>_-_~::::::::::::::::: ~: ~ ~b:: tg: ~ ~~~ ~:;:~~·r:~~~--~=:::::::::::::: 1

' ~~: ~ zg: ~ :::::::::: :::::::::: 
3886 Glass, Alexander__________________ 722.73 200.00 14.77 10.00 5691 McGillian, William P ------------ 906.71 ---------- 58.97 15.00 
3891 Garvey, Mary____________________ 370.21 34.40 10.00 5717 Doyle, John W -------------------- 600.00 50. 00 ---- - ----- ----- --- --
3940 Isaac, William H_________________ 834.18 107.60 59.80 5735 Schaper, Chris. H-·--------------- 1, 854.83 ---------- 185.73 15.00 
3941 Nelson, William__________________ 984.21 112.78 42.30 5788 Fletcher, Emma N ______ _.________ 1, 614.93 45.00 ---------- ------ ----
3951 Osborn, Arthur___________________ 504. 07 43.99 24.67 5841 Schoemperle, Otto________________ 469.98 47. oo 15.00 
3952 Lawrence, Sidney---------------- 507. 24 5.2. 78 20.00 5887 Oates, Hubext ]__________________ 258. 51 ---------- 25. 85 5. 00 
3953 Seidel, Robt. H__________________ 1,510.91 191.90 52.08 6033 Williams, Arthur M______________ 1,051.42 50.00 ------ --------------
3963 Casey, Dennis____________________ 120.47 15.00 6088 Odom, Frank____________________ 543.48 57.98 15. oo 
3997 Winkler, Charles A_______________ 988. 63 105. 28 6121 Haapanen, John A._------------- 3, 953. 78 383.38 12.00 
4035 Hoeft, A. p_______________________ 794.50 10.00 15.00 6273 Babcock, Campbell E ------------ 7, 304. 39 185.00 
4036 White, Charles]_________________ 297. 39 29. i3 5. 00 6311 Guldager, Wm.. L __ -------------- 186.45 20.00 5. oo 
4045 Robbins, B. E____________________ 964. 79 100.28 2

20
1.. 

0
28
0 

1 6333
6365 

Smith, Gussie F ------------------ 2, 417. 23 213.96 22.00 
4047 Hochheim, 0--------------------- 522.20 50.71 15.00 Kirwin, Francis P ---------------- 1, 416.78 103.34 10.00 
~056 ~~t~·g!·. ~::::::::::::::::·_-_-_:-_:-_ 1, ill: ~0 144

36 
.. 7
1
6
0 

60.00 6404 Niemczak, Wladyslaw ------------ 361.65 ---------- 36.65 15. oo 
5.00 6460 Major, Bertram__________________ 235.17 30.00 --------------------

4006 Hayden, J. T_____________________ 2, 568.73 274.46 50.00 6472 Wander, Frank___________________ 734.35 104.50 31.05 
4067 Woodson, H______________________ 2, 281. 01 150.83 20.00 6482 White, John H_ ------------------ 1, 854.41 ---------- 185.43 10.00 
4082 Fitts, H. B ________________ _.______ 1, 290.84 103.26 6491 Henley-Smith, M. R. ------------ 112, 187.12 2, 500.00 ------ _________ -----
4083 Schwartz, L______________________ 658.65 15.00 11.67 6544 Terry, Frances A. M_____________ 10,991.79 122.50 ---------- ----------
4106 Cronin, P- ---------------------- 330.12 42.45 ~- 00 6581 McCarthy, Nora_---------------- 831.61 93.60 15.00 
4114 Lippman, S.- ------------------- 1, 438.13 130.22 6658 Harrison, Lawrence.------------- 4, 761.44 466.39 40.00 
4139 O'Rourke, P --------------------- 7, 849.36 291.95 43.34 6698 Townsley, Walter---------------- I. 586.53 158. 65 10.00 
4154 Bradley, 8----------------------- 1, 036. 79 144. 59 65.00 6708 Lynch, James __ ----------------- 3, 392.88 339. 29 30.00 
:f~ ~~y P' E~--~~~:::::::::::::::::: I.~:~ 88.47 6740 Howard, Mary------------------- 75.00 15.00 5. oo 

-------- 53.32 40.00 6770 Denver, Cornelia~---------------- 412.76 41.28 5. 00 
4173 Jonson, L-----~----------------- 1, 293.11 104.87 25.88 6784 Kane, Lawrence .• ________________ 1, 176.22 · 137.24 60.67 
4214 Roy, John________________________ 155.25 12.61 0. 00 6804 , Robinson, Bert Dana_____________ 767.15 81.12 12.00 

l Attorney and commission. 1 Including costs. 
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No. Name 
Amount Am~?unt Allow

~~! of rece~;ed received ance for 
as :eyor- ~ft:- bond 

---1·-------------------------r--------l-------------------
6810 
6871 
6881 
7034 
7035 
7ll2 
7201 
72f!l 
7371 
7528 
7558 
7572 
7682 
7635 
7636 
7645 
7646 
7657 
7660 
7666 
7671 
7684 
7687 
7701 
7702 
7703 
7719 
7720 
7721 
7722 
7746 
7741 
7743 
7746 
7766 
7768 
7783 
7788 
7804 
7807 
7808 
7813 
7830 
7833 
7849 
7852 
7875 
7878 
7880 
7881 
7904 
7906 
7907 
7909 
7912 
7915 
7955 
7956 
7984 
8007 
8020 
8032 
8038 
8051 
8074 
8112 
8113 
8144 
8178 
8228 
8275 
8286 
8329 
8330 
8347 
8348 
8365 
8380 
8382 
8401 
84.03 
8416 
84.18 
8434 
8443 
8514 
8574 
8581 
8600 
8631 
8644 
8710 
8768 
8770 
8792 
8793 
8878 
8913 
8919 
8922 
8924 
8936 
8966 
9076 
9102 

Crosby, Chapman________________ $678.02 $57.88 $10.00 
Stickel, Andrew------------------ 554.73 ---------- 44.38 5. 00 
Felberbaur, Stephen.._____________ 966.09 1 $60. f!l ---------- 15.00 
Carr, H. C __ --------------------- 1, 272.42 136.47 10.00 
Lambert, Frank__________________ 3, 359.87 337.89 15.00 
Eagan, K. L --------------------- 943. 54 40.00 ---------- 5. 00 
Masarisk, Stephen_ _______________ ------------ 235.00 537.69 ----------
Bruns, 0. L---------------------- 601. 7Q 50.00 ---------- 5. 00 
Shipley, John_____________________ 1, 465. 51 ---------- 146.55 14.00 
Kimber, Arthur------------------ 1, 740. 16 100.00 ---------- 16.00 
Mattes, W. L ____________________ ------------ --------- - __ 148,52 15.00 
Draper, Leigh_------------------- 1, 407. 10 50.00 ------- - -- 10.00 
Rousseau, Nannie E______________ 1, 087.23 75.00 ---------- 10.00 
Burriss, Ellen F ------------------ 1, 567.35 156.73 19.00 
Chahaj, Frank.------------------ 431.84 43.18 7. 00 
Boyd, James E------------------- 3, 483. 15 315.91 20.00 
Day, Zelia________________________ 14,749.55 1, 296.04 121.00 
Beidebach, J. J ---------~-------- 529. 67 52.92 7. 00 
Palombi, Sam____________________ 710. 59 63.95 7. 00 
Kuhn, AnnaT------------------ 3, 669.41 314.00 37.34 
Blankenship,Tom_______________ 1,004.49 75.00 10.00 
Labrecque, E. E__________________ 4, 876. 10 434. 94 29.00 
Fields, Jake_---------------·------ 276. 51 27. 65 7. 00 
Amos, William F ----------------- 298.40 29. 84 7. 00 
Glover:! William__________________ 1, 582.38 158. 24 19.00 
Reyno ds, John F __ -------------- 319.95 22.00 7. 00 
Schumaker, Thomas E _ ----- ---- 440. 15 44.01 7. 00 
Efiord, R. A---------------------- 1, 914.88 131.12 22.00 
Ham bell, George J ---------------- 1, 559. 79 154.98 ----------
Lorenz, E. M_____________________ 1, 984.39 198.44 19.00 
McGovern, Thomas P ------------ 5, 971.53 453.70 23.00 
Wirthman, Oswald_______________ 188.71 18. 88 7. 00 
Chase, John S ------------------- 13, 550.48 1,193. 72 112. 68 
Carpenter, Dallis_________________ 173.38 20.00 7. 00 
Minick, Arthur D---------------- 377.44 60. oo 10. oo 
Bailie, David_____________________ 99. 36 15.00 30.00 
Chylek, Fred_____________________ 495. 26 49. 53 7. 00 
Ferrainolo, R •• ------------------- 8, 114. 12 783. 78 77.87 
Logano, Cesaro.------------------ 343.69 34. 37 7. 00 
Aragon, G.(),_____________________ 1, 213.94 ---------- 121.39 7.00 
Dento, PhilliP-------------------------------- 75.00 ---------- ----------
Buralli, Theodore._-------------- 2, 040.78 ---------- 204. 01 21.34 
Fellows, Isaac T __________________ ------·----- ---------- 504.97 41.67 
Wishon, J. W -------------------- 274.10 27.41 7.00 
Clark, James J._ ----------------- 417.09 - 41. 71 7. 00 
Purcell, D. L------------------- 234.60 23.46 7. 00 
Rowtowski, Jos. M_______________ 1, 633. 08 162. 30 17.00 
O'Neill, James E_________________ 3, 951.36 390.13 28. 74 
Cudzik, George V _ --------------- 2, 741.46 165.99 19.00 
Summerlin, Benjamin F ---------- 11, 754. 58 1, 030. 76 109. 49 
Dearborn, William D------------ 10,930.37 832.59 61.52 
Jnmbelic, Peter ____ -------------- 991.81 99.18 7. 00 
Marchbanks,JohnW____________ 857.65 85.77 7.00 
Tedder, Herman._.-------------- 1, 196.00 119. 60 12.00 
Radka, Tony_____________________ 782.12 78.21 7. 00 
Bergin, Mary-------------------- 478.24 47.82 7. 00 
Clark, John W ------------------- 3, 393.45 364.54 35.00 
Piskati, Stanley]._______________ 3,038. 40 280.68 11.75 
Barger, Albert A.---------------- 10,502.02 846.48 73.63 
Bnmby, E. T -------------------- 300.41 30.04 7. 00 
Countz, C. P -------------------- 4, 049.49 414.95 32.00 
McCorry, T. W ------------------ 1, 592.94 159. 29 10. 00 
Guember, Arthur &______________ 6, 135. 52 519.76 23.00 
Kernes, Ralph___________________ 4, 658.82 ---------- 393. 58 19.00 
Snyder, George ___________________ ------------ 82.50 ---------- ----------
McCord, Wm. L---------------- 1, 761.69 107.50 15.00 
Mcintyre, E. E------------------ 3,223.42 321.29 12.00 
Zaremba, Walter________________ 3,304.34 327.93 22.00 
Braughler, Jos. H---------------- 9, 658.81 ---------- 595.08 105.34 
Sweeney, Robert_---------------- 1, 761.64 65.00 ------ --- - 10.00 
Cox, Hillard______________________ 2, 177.47 217. 75 22.00 
Fedor, John.--------------------- 8,472. 48 795. 18 97.36 
Regan, Chas. P------------------ 3,437.00 482.66 28.00 
Tarashafsk:y, Herman------------ 1, 798.19 ---------- 179.82 22.00 
Mantlow, Leonard--------------- 5, 276.27 75.00 ---------- ----------
James, Layton___________________ 4,619. 63 461.95 22.00 
Lake, F. B----------------------- 804. 20 80.42 20.00 
Chuey, Mike_____________________ 6, 171. 30 ---------- 344. 72 32.00 
Wilson, Claude W --------------- 1,030.43 65.00 ---------- ----------
McDonald, John E_______________ 3, 234.43. 125.00 ---------- ----------
Tomkel, RostantL_______________ 8,345.57 686.05 49.34 
Sing~~ Narian____________________ 249.08 24. 91 10.00 
Hamilton).. W. B------------------ 5, 349. 74 534. 97 34. 00 
Bullock, v. E-------------------- 5,119. 02 381.78 30.60 
Gabriel, F.----------------------- 1, 025.18 100.36 10.00 
Smith,J.A.--------------------- 1,2£3.50 126.35 6.00 
McGowan, J. P ------------------ 2, 139.65 213.95 22.00 
Wright, BarneY----------------- 200.27 20.03 12.00 
Thompson, 0. B----------------- 6,321.08 210. 00 --------------------
Chambers, Chas. F -------------- 7,371. 97 62.50 ---------- ----------
Rogers, Charles A--------------- 970.50 80.00 ---------- ----------
Salazar, ManuaL________________ 160.00 ---------- 16.00 ----------
Thomson, Frank P_______________ 701.35 115.00 -------------------
Eckhardt, Dorothea______________ 272,31 25.00 5. 00 
Roberson, Jack___________________ 6, 271. 77 479. 25 44. 00 
Hurley, Mary R------------------ 994.47 ---------- 99.45 10.00 
Mason, C. F ___ ----------------- 7, 724.19 125.00 ---------- ----------
Tandrop, Christian..___________ 62L 41. .0. 00 ---------- ----------

~~~}~~~::::::::::=:=:: 10, ~~:: ~i: ~ -----~~~ 
Karsgor, s. c____________________ 1, 010.66 101.07 10.00 
O'Neal, PierceD----------------- 7, 981.41 ---------- 513.34 48. 67 
Johnson, Carl F ------------- 4. 587.11 00.00 ---------- ----------
Murch, James A------------- 321.00 50.00 17.00 
Garrett, Silas_____________________ 4. 980.16 100.00 12.00 

1 Attorney and commission. 

No. Name 
Amount Amount 

Amount of received received 
estate as attor- as com-

ney mittee 

Allow
anco for 

bond 

9103 Welch, Perry____________________ $1,777.35 $177.60 $20.00 
9115 Murray, W. A___________________ 1, 172.26 $100.00 ---------- ----------
9137 Donlon, Mary A_______________ 4, 140.69 250.00 ---------- ----------
9321 Gemmelli, Elizabeth_____________ 1,558. 53 90.00 --------------------
9403 Jones, Bernard._-----~---------- 1, 420. 93 50.00 ---------- ----------
9428 Noye, Emma_____________________ 136. 87 13. 69 5. 00 
9436 Speer, Albert_____________________ 913.99 ---------- 50.00 ----------
9495 Hirst, Sarah A------------------- 247.62 50.00 __ ------ ----------
9578 Hussey, Ralph G_________________ , 157.60 28.50 ---------- ----------
9635 Cutts, Charles H________________ 3, 766.23 350.00 12.00 
9783 Hazard, Minerva C. __ ----------- ------------ 25.00 ---------- ----------
10373 Flanagan, P. L __ ---------------- 3, 495.04 150.00 ---------- ------- ---
10400 Martin, Susan P ---------------- 9, 665.22 •400. 00 ---------- ----------
10566 Cahill, Joseph P ------------------ 1, 229.21 122.71 10.00 

10.00 
10.00 

10585 Edwards, George_________________ 1, 213.94 121.39 ---
1
-
3
.
5 
..• 

0
-
8
--

10713 Allan, w. G______________________ 1, 350.80 
r--------r----ft------~------

Total ______________________ ------------ 8, 412.05 46,129. 60 7, 501.43 

FREDERICK A. FENNING RECEIVED $733,855.87 FROM VETERANS' BURDAU FOR 
CERTAIN WARDS 

I produced the following certificate from Gen. Frank T. Bines, 
Director of the United States Veterans' Bureau, showing that 
for certain wards the bureau had paid for compensation and 
.insurance to said Frederick A. Fenning the enormous sum of 
$733,855.87. Merely having this sum-of money to deposit in his 
own bank was worth quite a great deal to Fenning. 

UNITED STATES VETERANS' BUREAU, 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR, 

Washington, April 2, 1926. 

[Personal and confidential] 

Hon. THOMAS L. B LANTON, 
House of Represe,~tatives, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN : Complying with your request, I am inclos
ing a statement showing the number of cases of bureau beneficiaries 
in which the Hon. Frederick A. Fenning has been appointed by the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia as l egal guardian or com
mittee. This .statement gives the C-Numbers, home address, present 
address, total amount of compensatiQn paid to the guardian or com
mittee for the account of the beneficiary since appointment, the total 
amount of insurance paid the guardian or committee since appoint
ment, and also the total amount of the last two items. 

The names corresponding to the C-Numbers given have been furnished 
you previously, and it is thought advisable that the names should be 
omitted in the eve.nt of any publication of the list referred to. 

c 
No. 

Very truly yours, 

Home address Present address 

FRANK T. HINES, Director. 

Amount .Paid by 
of com- insur-

pensation ance 
Bureau 

total 

146780 New York re- United States Veter- $7,317.14 $5,405. ()() $12,722. u 
giQllal office. ans' Hospital, No. 

81, Bronx, N.Y. 
187528 Affton, Mo________ St. Elizabeths Hos- 8, 333.23 2, 645.00 10,978.23 

E~'%. Washington, 
159681 Algeri, Fla ••• ___________ do ________________ _ 

8, 022. 58---------- 8, 022.58 
8, 166. 27 5, 232. 50 13, 398. 77 
8, 363.33 ------- --- 8, 363.33 
7, 650. 92 4, 010. 16 11, 66L 08 

184525 Portsmouth, Va ________ do ________________ _ 
137767 Columbia, S. C _________ do ________________ _ 
207946 Camden, N. L ____ 703 North Seventh 

Street, Camden, N. 
J. 

195680 Delwin, Tex_______ St. Elizabeths Hos
pital, Washington, 

8, 696. 77 5, 405.00 14, 101. 77 

218055 

167770 

160369 

lll6882 

218061 
170469 
218037 

181670 
210766 
173338 
481421 
200906 

Born, Poland; en
listed, Albany, 
N.Y. 

Born, Blounts-
ville, Ind.; en
listed, Fort Sam 
Houston. 

Case folder, Balti
more, Md. 

D.C. 
----.do •••••• ------·---· 7, 305. 81 5, 175. 00 12, 480. 81 

_____ do________________ 8, 927.86 2, 600.00 11,527.86 

United States Veter- 7, 327.10 2, 760.00 10,087.10 
ans' Hospital, No. 
42, Perry Point, Md. 

Akron, Ohio_______ St. Elizabeths H o s- 9, 44L 93 ---------- 9, 441.93 ¥J.t:g.' Washington, 

McWilliams, ~'JIL. _____ do .. -------------- 6, 350.64 5, 117.50 11,468. 14 
Germany __________ ~---do .• -------------- ll, 341.94 2, 525.00 11,866.94 
Born Paterno, ____ do._-------------- 7, 832. 26 5, 290. 00 13, 122. 26 

Italy; enlisted 
Hudson, N. Y. 

New York _________ •••.• do •• -------------- 6, 927.09 2, 500.00 9, 427.09 
New York City ____ -----dO---------------------- --------------- ------ ---
Spain _______________ do________________ 8, 546.67 2, 526.00 11,072.67 
Vestal, N. Y ____ __ ______ do ________________ 3,490.32 __________ 3,400.32 

Mahanoy City, _____ do •• ---·-·-------- 7, 655.00 5, 347. 60 13,002.50 
.Pa. 
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c 

No. 

231666 

219538 
156502 

204.096 

212388 

Home address Present address 

Born Pendleton, St. Elizabetbs Hos-
Oreg. pital, Washington, 

D.C. 
Porto Rico._------ ----.do._--------------Tebia, Antique, ____ _ do _______________ _ 

P.I. 
Folder in central Unknown ____________ _ 

office. 
Milwaukee, Wis __ _ Case in Milwaukee, 

Wis. 
213797 Folder in N. Y. United States Voter-

office. ans' Hospital No. 81, 
Bronx, N.Y. 

421366 Ocean Grove, St. Ellzabeths Hos-

213841 

222254 

N. J. pital, Washington, 
D .C . 

Folder 
bama 
office. 

in Ala- United States Yet.er-
regional ans' Hospital, Tus

Folder in Baltl
moreoffice. 

kegee, Ala. 
United States Veter

ans' llospital ~o. 42, 
Perry Point, Md. 

313596 England ___________ St. Elizabeths Hos-
~~alf. Washington, 

148901 
245491 
169398 
336962 
264433 

Akron, Ohio ____________ do _______________ _ 

~~~rJ!~~~~====== === ==~~= = = ============= Portsmouth, Va ___ Portsmouth, Va ______ _ 
Folder in Balti- United States Yeter-

more. ans' Hospital No. 42, 
Perry Point, Md. 

163842 Born South Bos- St. Elizabeths Ros-
ton, va. ~~a. Washington, 

223643 File in B6Ston _____ United States Veter-
ans'Hospital,!\orth-

805211 Fayetteville, Md •. St~mEU'i!b!;:sss.Hos
pital, Washington, 
D.C. 

167694 New York City--- New York City ______ _ 
315030 Born in Delaware_ St. Elizabetbs Hos

pital, Washington, 
D.C. 

220759 Chicago, ill _____________ do _______________ _ 
67577 Washington, D. C _ 316MaineAvenue SW., 

Washington, D. C. 
2!6680 Grundy, Va _______ St. Elizabetbs Hos-

pital, Washington, 
D.C. 

170331 Minneapolis, _____ do _______________ _ 

220929 
209546 
216128 
216132 
217935 

7660 
288104 
216i40 
109650 
209559 

Minn. 

~f!%f~~~~:-=--=== =====~~= = = = ============ 
~~aithr~ ~ico::: ::::=~~:::::::::::::::: 
Shenandoah, Pa ________ do _______________ _ 
Halifax, England _______ do. __ -------------
Philippine Islands. -~---do ____ ------------Venasco, Italy _________ _ do _______________ _ 
Washington, D. C ______ do _____________ __ _ 
Folder in Balti- United States Voter-

more, Md. ans' Hospital To. 42, 
Perry Point, Md. 

196169 Brooklyn, N. Y _ _ _ Unknown; eloped from 
St. Elizabeths, Dec. 
3, 1921. 

166502 Billings, Mont.___ St. Ellzabeths Hos-
£:~<J. Washington, 

88674.8 N e w Y or k _____ do _______________ _ 

222054 
205755 
222015 
19-1388 
306223 
220506 
193270 

(Mount PelTon). Palmetta, .Ala __________ do _______________ _ 
Snick Hill, W. Va ______ do _______________ _ 
South Carolina _________ do _______________ _ 
Flint, Mich. ___________ do. ___ ------------
New York City ________ do _______________ _ 
Greece __________________ do _____ -----------
Case folder in United 8tates Yeter-

Calilornia. ans' Hogpital, P!llo 
Alto, Calif. 

155538 Cincinnati, Ohio__ St. Elizabeths Hos
pital, Washington, 
D.O. 

182373 
265751 
286707 
284864 
364.826 
194500 
221119 
220517 
206653 
333757 
394843 

Washington, D. 0. _____ do----------------_____ do __________________ do _____ -----------

~~~\i~~iu!'~==== ===~~g~=============== Monticello, Miss. ______ do •• __ ------------
Rowlandd N. c _________ do .• -.------------

~~~:1ruoo.~~~=== =====~~== =: ============ Alabama._-------- _____ do ____ ------------
Mississippi _____________ do .. ------------
Kentucky_-------- _____ do. ___ -----------

Amount ~aid by ! Bureau 
of com- msur-

pensation anoo total 

$990. 32 $4-11. 45 $1, 431. 77 

5, 538. 06 2, M5. 00 8, 183. 06 
9, 004. 52 2, 475. ()() 11, 539. 52 

8, 574. 19 5, 577. 50 14, 151. 69 

7, 031. 61 5, 060. ()() 12, 091. 61 

8, 045. 16 I, 046. 50 9, 091. 66 

5, 798. 42 419. 75 6, 218. 17 

8, 058. 06 5, 060. ()() 13, 118. 06 

7, 526. 45 2, Sffl. 50 10, 113. 95 

7, 274. 52 2, +13. 75 9, 718. 27 

8, 357. 14 5, 405. ()() 13, 762. 14 
4, 650.00 ---------- 4, 650. ()() 
8, 229. 03 5, 462. 50 13, 691. 53 
6, 998. 39 2, 600. ()() 9, 598. 39 

875. 35 815. 35 

7, 574. 84 5, 290. 00 12. 864. M 

7, 516. 13 4, 887. 50 12, 400. 63 

8, 883. 23 2, 653. 2'2 11, 536. 45 

6, 752. 90 3, m. 50 10, ooo . .w 
7, 1<W. 40 2, 070. ()() 9, 210.40 

8, 016.13 2, 350. ()() 10. 366. 13 
1, 759. 50 1, 759. 50 

7, 195. 31 4, 715. ()() 11, 910. 31 

1, 534.80--------- 1,534. 80 

7, 866. 13 5. 347. 50 13, 213. 63 
8,067.74 2,472.00 10,540.24 
7, 670. 97 7, 670. 97 
5, 314. 19 5, 462. 60 10, 776. 69 
9, 003. 23 2, 550. ()() 11, 553. ~ 
9. 261. 93 2, 500. ()() 11, 761. 93 
9,462.90 __________ 7, ,162.90 
8, 378. 57 5, 290. ()() 13, 668. 57 
8, 685. 33 5, 060. ()() 13, 745. 33 
7, 958. 06 5, 347. 50 13, 305. 56 

6, 240. ()() 1, 625. ()() 7, 865. ()() 

7, 635. 48 3, 162. 52 10, 7!l8. 00 

4, 834. i1 ---------- 4, 834. il 

7, 066. 45 5, 232. 50 12, 298. 95 
8, 872. 68 ----------~ 8, 872. 68 
7, 689. 68 2, 731. 25 10, 420. 93 
7, 566.67 5, 232.50 12,799. 17 
7, 546. 77 1, 380. 00 8, 926.77 
7, 616. 13 ---------- 7, 616.13 
5, 3;36, 00 2, 558.75 7, 91!. 75 

7, 747. 14 2, 475. ()() 10, 222. 14 

9, 116. 77 ---------- 9, 116. 77 
4, 017.82 ---------- 4, 017.82 
7, 411. 29 4, 772. 50 12, 183. 79 
1, 700. 00 1, 524. 68 3, 224. 68 
6,172. 90 4, 657.50 10,830. 40 
8, 126. 67 5, 290. ()() 13, 416. 67 
5, 189. 68 2, 555. 70 7, 745. 38 
8, 012. 90 2, 530. ()() 10, 542. 90 
7, 810. 64 ---------- 7, 810. M 
6, 938. 06 4, 600. ()() 11, 538. 06 
8, 373. 33 2, 700. ()() 11, 073. 33 

TotaL _______ ----------------------
1
523,792. 14 210,063.73 733,855.87 

And when sending me the above on March 19, 1926, Director 
Hines certified to the following : 

Colonel Fenning bas been allowed by the Supreme Court of the Dis
trict in practically every case for which be is acting as guardian or 
committee 10 per cent of the principal of the personal estate and on 

the annual income of the estate, as provided in section 1135 of the 
Code of Law for the District of Columbia.. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANK T. HINES, Director. 

NEW Bl7nEAU CERTIFICATE SHOWED FlilNNING RECEIVED $768,474.66 

I introduced before the Judiciary Committee a certificate 
from the United States Veterans' Bureau, certified to by 
Director Frank T. Hines on May 24, 1926, as being true and 
correct, which covers pages 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27 of said hear
ings, which shows that concerning 76 World 'Var veterans said 
Frederick A. Fenning had received from said bureau $768,474.66 
as insurance and compensation due his said wards, and that 
said Fenning's own fees in said 76 cases amounted to $75,894.48. 
and that with the exception of $206.38 paid in 1918, $8,278.33 
paid in 1919, and $2,399.25 paid on 1926 commissions, all of the 
balance of said $75,894.48 fees were paid to said Fenning during 
the six years of 1920, 1921, 1922, 1923, 1924, and 1925. To save 
space I do not reproduce said certificate here, but will quote 
from the hearings my statement then made to the committee : 

Mr. BLA~To~. Ckntlemen, this statement embraces 76 World War 
veterans, gives their names, their "C " numbers, their home addre. ses, 
theit· present address-that is, where they are now incarcerated-and it 
shows that the following amotmts have been paid to Mr. Frederick A. 
Fenning for them. 

Insurance has been paid to Mr. Fenning to the amount of $22S,417.80. 
Compensation has been paid to Mt. Fenning of $540,05G.8G, making a 

total paid to :Mr. Fenning for them of $768,474.66. 

$119,306.72 ADDITIONAL PAID TO FE:S:SI~G 

I al~o introduced in evidence before said Judiciary Committee 
a certificate from said United States Veterans' Bureau, certified 
to as true and correct by Director Frank T. Hines on May 18. 
1926, showing that with reference to 44 World War veterans 
for whom Fenning had formerly been guardian or committeE>, 
and who had died or otherwise been removed from his guardian
ship, the bureau had paid to said Frederick A. Fenning the ~ urn 
of $119,306.72, and that said Fenning had been allowed fees all(l 
commissions for· himself of $13,379.03 in said 44 cases, and such 
certificate covers pages 33, 34, and 35 of the hearin~~::-., and gives 
·the names of the ·veteran·, their case number, and the amount::! 
and fees in each case. 

WHILE IN UNIFORM FENNIXG STILL PRACTICED 

I produced from the War Department the following docu
ment on file there, at which time Fenning held a swivel-chair 
commission: 

WASHUWTO:N, D. C., No1:ember 21, 1918. 
Hon. 1\l'JWTON D. BAKER, 

Secretar-y of War. 
1\lR. SECRETARY: Now when the acute stage of the war is !!'loriou. ly 

passed to a very large part, owing to your own gigantic and infinitely
wise exertions, I feel at liberty, and compelled by mornl necesl:!itr, to 
make complaint against Frederick .A. Fenning, 3317 Newark Street. 
District of Columbia, a lawyer and at present major, Vnited Stateg 
.Army, in The Adjutant General's Office. for brutal treatment of, and 
ruffianly threats against my wife, Mrs. Schoenfeld, and my daughter, 
Mi..,s Margaret H. Schoenfeld, .A. B., at the time a censor clerk in the 
Department of State. 

First of all, I beg to state that Mrs. Schoenfeld is the mother of 
three sons, all in the service of the United States: H. F. Arthur 
Schoenfeld, secl'etary of legation in Christiania, Norway, at the time of 
the outrage charge d'aft'ail·es of the said legation, and officially com
mended twice for meritorious service by the honorable Secretnry of 
State; R. E. Schoenfeld, vice counsel at Berne, Switzerland, who tried 
to re ign several times to enter upon military service, but was ordered 
to remain at his post; and Herbert H. Schoenfeld. M. D., who pa sed 
all the examinations for the Navy Medical Corps, but was left on 
hospital duty so far. 

Mrs. Schoenfeld is the owner of a house, 3448 Thirty-fourth Place, 
city, which she leased in September, 1917, at a nominal rent to a 
Mrs. John S. Hord, a society woman, not a war worker, until September 
30, 1918, when her lease expired. 

Realizing that it was perhaps difficult for her to find a new house. 
and her husband having begged grace of our attorney, Judge Latimer, of 
Clephane & Latimer, to stay for a few days longer, the request was 
readily granted. 

However, my wUe and daughter being homeless, I wrote . a most 
respectful request to the tenant to grant my wife and daughter a room 
or two in the third floor of the very large house until she herself could 
find a home at her own convenience. 

L'pon the advice of Judge Latimer, my wife and daughter went to 
our house Saturday, October 5, after office hours--five days after the 
expiration of the lease-and requested respectfully the above-mentioned 
humble accommodations, as they were absolutely homeless and com-
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pelled to live in Washington llS war workers, sleeping temporarily on 
a sofa in a hallway, through the kindness of a lady. 

The woman tenant treated the owners of the home-which she occu
pied without lease, and in which she was just renting a room or rooms 
to a soldier-after the expiration of the lease, never before, with insult
ing- arrogance, and finally called Majo.r Fenning, who entered our home 
in uniform, blustered, and threatened and shook his fist "Violently in 
the ladies' eyes, as only a ruffian or drunken man would do, and told 
~hem brutally, with constant fist shaking, "I give you 15 minutes to 
clear out." 

The ladies repeated the advice of their counsel, that they were law
fully in their own house; but Major Fenning again threatened them 
with arrest, terrorizE'd them, and finally toGk the woman Hord 1n his 
automobile--it was now late at night-alleged to swear out a warrant 
of arrest against the owners of the house. Meanwhile my wife and 
daughter . were exhausted by the terrorism and fist shaking of the 
lawyer, who was disgracing the uniform of the United States . .Army, 
and they left their own house to return to the hallway to rest. There
a.J;ter my wife was seriously ill for three weeks, and my daughtel'-
being homeless and unnerved-resigned her position at the Department 
of Stnte, very much against the will of her superiors, to nurse her sick 
mother at Wiluwood, N. J. (Vide CONGRESSIO!'l'.!L RECORD, ·pp. 12458-
12459, of October 21, statements by Senators SMoOT, WILLIAMS, and 
OVERMAN.) 

I beg to submit to you, Mr. Secretary, this case of brutality, almost 
thuggery, on the part of Major Fenning. Did the man have a right to. 
enter our home in uniform to brutalize two helpless ladies, the owners, 
even if called and paid for by an unlawful tenant? Did he have a 
right to• threaten and intimidate and shake his fists in the faces of two 
defenseless ladies, and finally take the woman in his automobile, alleged 
to swear out a warrant of arrest against a respectable woman, an 
American pah·iot, who has reared her children in a fanatical love for 
America, and against our daughter, an employee of the United States 
Government? 

I have had the high honor of b~ing presented to you personally 1n 
your office by Mr. Scofield ; I was an instructor at Johns Hopkins when 
you took your degree there; I have been a United States consul at Riga, 
under the revered President Cleveland, and am now instructing officially 
S. A. T. Corps at George Washington University. The vulgar. brutal 
treatment of my wife and daughter by an Army officer of rank appears, 
therefore, so much the more heinous and criminal. 

I beg to submit this case for the investigation of the Department:_of 
War and beg redress fQr the infamy. 

Very respectfully, 
HERMAN SCHOENFELD:, 

Temporary Address, Oosmos OZ.ub. 
[SEAL: Official copy, War Department.] 

SWORN TESTIMONY OF DR. HER!-IAN SCHOElNF:&LD 

Mr. BLANTON. Doctor, you are a professor in the George Washington 
University? 

Doctor SCHOENJI'ELD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you have been for how many years? 
Doctor ScHOENFELD. Thirty-six years. I was away for a few years 

as consul of the United States at Riga, Russia, under President Cleve
land. 

1\lr. BLANTON. And you have a son now who is one of the United 
States diplomatic representatives? 

Doctor SCHOENFELD. Two sons. 
Mr. BLANTON. Two sons-what positions do they hold? 
Doctor SCHOENFELD. One is counselor of the embassy in Mexico, and 

one is at present 1n charge of the Russian legation at La Paz, Bolivia. 
Mr. BLANTON. During the war, while Mr. Frederick A. Fenning was 

an officer in uniform, did you see him appear at any time in court as 
a lawyer for anyone? 

Doctor SCHOENFELD. Against me and my wife. 
Mr. BLANTON. And a lawyer for somebody .else? 
Doctor ScHOENFEJLD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many times did you see him appear in court? 
Doctor . SCHOENFELD. Two. 
Mr. BLANTON. Two times? 
Doctor SCHOENFELD. TWO times. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was he in uniform when he appeared before the court? 
Doctor SCHOENFELD. Yes, sir. 
Mt·. BLANTON. He was in uniform? 
Doctor SCHOENFELD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you write that letter? Just look it over, Doctor 

[handing · paper to witness]. That is the letter that you wrote to the 
Bon. Newton D. Baker, Secretary of War, complaining about the action 
of Officer Fenning? 
' Doctor SCHOENFELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Now, doctor, in both o! those cases that Mr. 
FenDing appeared in court as counsel for these parties against you, he 
dld not prevail in either one of them, did he? 

Doctor SCHOE..~ELD. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. You won both of them against him! 

Doctor SCHOENFELD. My wife did ; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Your wife did; and you were with your wife at tbat 

time and your daughter. 
Doctor SCHOENFELD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is your wife here? 
Doctor SCHoE~ELD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTOY. And your daughter? 
Doctor ScHOENFELD. My daughter Is at the University of Pennsyl

vania. She is research instructor and doing work for the Government 
in the Wharton School of Industrial Research. 

SWORN TESTIMO:to.,- OF MISS MARG.ARET SCHOENFELD 

Mr. BLANTON. Miss Schoenfeld, you are the daughter of Doctor 
Schoenfeld? 

Mis.s SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Wbo for years bn ooen a professor in the George 

Washington University? 
Miss ScHOEXFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. During the war, while the war was in progress, your 

family had let your home for a few months? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. For a year. 
Mr. BLANTON. And had come back to it and resumed oc-eupancy of it? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was during the war? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You went to the house--and the lease bad ex!)ired, 

had it not; the _yea.r' lease had expired? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BL.L...,TON. And you were doing some work for the Government 

at that time? 
Miss SCHOENJi'ELD. I was. 
Mr. BLANTON. And under th~ law which protected parties who were 

doing Government work in reclaiming their home, where it had been 
let and' where the lease bad expired, you went to the house to regain 
possession of it one evening? 

Miss SCHOE...'<FELD. Yes. · 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, when you asked the lady to let you bave tbe 

house back, did she or did she not call Mr. Fennlng, Mr. Frederick A. 
Fennlng? 

Miss SCHOENFELD. She did call Mr. Fenning. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is that Mr. Fennjng right next to Mr. Hogan? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
M.r. BLANTON. And he is the one who came over? 
Miss SCHOENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did he say to you about if you did not do some

thing in a certain length of time he would do something to you? 
Miss Scno~FELD. Mr. FenDing stated that if I did not leave in 10 

minutes he would swear a warrant out for my arrest. 
Mr. HOGAN. Then subsequently you and your mother instituted pro

ceedings as to whether or not the house should be turned over to you? 
Miss SCHoENFELD. Yes. 
Mr. HoGAN. And after two proceedings the house was given to you? 

COMMISSIONS ALLOWED GUARDIANS UNDER LAW 

In the District of Columbia the court may allow any per 
cent up to 10 of income collected during p.receding year. Penn
sylvania allows 5 per cent of income. New York allows not to 
exceed 5 per cent. In Massachusetts it is usually from 2lh to 
5 per cent. Georgia allows 21,6 per cent on receipts and di -
bursements. Maine allows not exceeding 5 per cent. Texas 
allows none to guardian of person, but to guardian of estate 
5 per cent on gross income, not embracing the estate taken 
over. 

OUR COMMITTEE PASSED CORRECTIVE LAWS 

Following our ascertainment that Frederick A. Ferining had 
secured his appoinbnent as guardian or committee of se>eral 
hundred wards, and had received commissions several times 
more than 10 per cent in certain cases, as· hereinbefore conclu
sively shown by said auditor's certificate, our committee had 
prepared and passed by Congress: (1) .A law providing that no 
guardian shall receive compensation exceeding "a commission 
of 5 per cent of amounts collected if and when disbursed," 
which is Public Law No. 598, Sixty-ninth Congress; (2) a law 
fixing the same compensation for a committee, and providing 
that nearest relative must be heard, and guardian ad litem 
must be appointed before cnmmittee is selected, which is Public 
Law No. 597, Sixty-ninth Congress; (3) a law providing that, 
except for their own children, no person shall be appointed 
guardian for more than five wards; and ( 4) a law providing 
that no person may be appointed committee for more than five 
rion compos mentis persons, which last two laws have been 
signed by the President but not yet printed. 

Inasmuch as my charges Nos. 4, 5, and 20 relate to the same 
transactions constituting yiolatlon of such laws, I will group 
them together : 
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CHARGE NO. 4 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning is guilty of what in 
e>N'Y S ta le of the Union is commonly known and denominated as the 
ct·iminal offense of barratry, and what the common law applicable 
t o the District of Columbia constitutes as barratry, in that he has 
excited, stirred up, and fomented claims against the Government, 
and many ex parte lunacy suits in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, and in that he has speciaJly solicited individuals to 
employ him as their attorney to prosecute tor them certain claims 
against va rious departments of the Government of the United States, 
and before the Congress of the United States, and before the courts 
of the United States ; and in that he has solicited individuals to em
ploy attorneys with whom he was associated or affiliated to prosecute 
claims and suits for them wherein he received a division of the fee, 
~md tha t the said Frederick A. Froming is and has been a common 
barrator. 

CHARGE XO. 5 

I charge that the said Frederick A. F enning has committed the 
otrense of champerty, and through direct solicitation has induced 
others to employ him as their attorney in many champertous agree
ments, wherein they were to be out no expense and not to pay any 
fee unles he recovered, in which event he was to be paid a part of 
the amount he I'ecovered, and that the said Frederick A. Felfning is 
and has been a common champertor. 

CHARGE NO. 20 

ciJarge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, without having any 
acquaintance whatever with her, solicited Mrs. Eudora S. Kelly, of 
Sharon, Mass., to employ him as her attorney to prosecute a claim 
of $1,800 against the Government, which he agreed to do without 
any expense to her whatever, but that after the United States made 
payment to her he was to receive a portion of the amount paid her, 
and that when he learned that she had already employed Lyon & 
Lyon, attorneys, of Washington, D. C., to prosecute this claim for 
ller, said Fenning solicited the help of one Henry P. Fellows and 
through him finally influenced the said Mrs. Eudora S. Kelly to break 
her contract and power of attorney with Lyon & Lyon and to discharge 
them and to employ sa.id Fenning. 

BOTH BA.RIUTRY AND CHAl\lPERTY OFFENSES HERE 

I showed the Committee on the Judiciary such laws in force 
and effect here : 

Mr. BLANTON. I call attention, gentlemen, to the laws in force in 
the District of Columbia. I read from the Code of Law of the Dis
trict of Columbia, page 2, chapter 1: 

"LAWS REMAINING IN FORCE 

"SECTIO~ 1. The common law, all British statutes in force in Mary
land ou t he 27th day o! February, 1801, the principles of equity and 
admiralty, all general acte of Congress not locally inapplicable in the 
District of Columbia, and all acts of Cong1·ess by their terms applicable 
to the District of Columbia and to other pJaces under the jurisdiction 
of the United States, in force at the date of the passage of this act shall 
remain in force except in so far as the same are inconsistent with, or 
are r eplaced by, some pro,·ision of this code." 

That merely shows that the old Maryland statutes and the common 
law a re till in force and effect in the District. 

l\Ir. YA.TES. What are you reading from? 
Ir. BLANTO~. The Code of Law o! the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. WELLER. What section? 
Mr. BLANTO~. Section 1, chapter 1, page 2. 
Then I call your attention to section 841, which I charge, under a 

Supreme Court case, Mr. F enning has violated in several pa"'.·ticulars. 
I want to r ead this to ge t it before the committee: 

" S~:;c . 8-H. Executors and other fiduciaries. Any executor, adminis• 
tra tor, guardian, trustee, receiver, collector, or other officer into whose 
possession money, securities, or other property o! the property of the 
estate of any other person may come by virtue of his office or employ
ment, who shall fraudulently convert or appropriate the same to his 
own use, shall forfeit an right or claim to any commissions, costs, and 
charges thereon, and shall be deemed guilty or embezzlement o! the 
entire amount ot• value of the money or other property so coming into 
his poR.Pssion, and convert ed or appropriated to his own use, and shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment not ex
ceeding ten years, or both." 

Ge11tlemen, as to the common law in fot·ce in the District of Colum
bia, I read you a definition of barratry from Bouvier's Law Dictionary, 
page 222. 

" In criminal law. The offense of frequently exciting and stirring up 
qunrrels and suits, either at law or otherwise. 

"Aa indictment tot· this offense must charge the offender with being 
a common barrator; and the proof must show at least three instances 
of offending, etc." 

Now, on page 305, Bouvier's Law Dictionary, I read what champerty 
is as defined in the law : 

"Champerty. A bargain with a plainti1I or defendant In a suit, for 
a portion of the land or other matter sued for, in case of a successful 
termination of the suit which the champertor undertakes to carry on 
at his own expense. * • • The olfense was indictable at common 
law." 

SWORN TESTUIONY OF HENRY P. FELLOWS 

Mr. Dnm. What is your full nttme? 
1\ii.•. FELLOWS. Henry P. Fellows. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are how old, Mr. Fellows? 
1\lr. FELLOWS. I am 77. 
1\fr. BLANTON. Are yon an attorney? 
Mr. FELLOWS. I am. 
1\fr. BLANTON. You live in Boston? 
Mr. FELLOWS. Yes. . 
Mr. BLANTON. There is in evidence in this case a letter that 1\lr. 

Fenning wrote Mrs. Eudora S. Kelly, whose address was stated as Box 
425, Sharon, .Mass., on l\fay 12, 1911, in which he says this: 

Mrs. EUDORA S. KELLY, 

LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FEN~ING, 
Washington, D. 0., May 12, 1911. 

Boa: 425, Shw·ott, Mass. 
DEAR MADAM: In connection with a class of claims that I am suc

cessfully prosecuting, for balances of pay, more fully described in the 
inclosed circular, I find that approximately $1,800 appears to be due 
on account of the services of your husband, Capt. James R. Kelly. I 
feel confident that I can secure early action in this claim. Accordingly, 
if the matter is not in the hands of other counsel, I hope you will 
promptly sign and return the inclosed blank, so that the matter may 
proceed. 

You will note that my fee is entirely contingent, no portion of it to 
be paid until payment is made to you by the United States. 

Yours faithfully, 
F. A. FE~~~G. 

And there was sent with the letter this printed circular, showing a 
lot or eases be had collected. 

LAW OFFICES OF FBEDEBICK A. FENNING, 

Washington, D. C. 

LONGEVITY PAY DUEl ARMY OFFICERS 0~ ACCOUNT OF SERVICE AS EXLISTED 

MEN PRIOR TO JUNE 18, 1878 

Section 7 of the act of June 18, 1878 (20 Stat. L. 150), provides: 
" That on and after the passage of this act an officers of the Army 

of the United States who have served as officers in the volunteer forces 
during the War of the Rebellion, or as enlisted men in the armies of 
the United States, regular or volunteer, shall be, and are hereby, 
credited with the full time they may have served as such officers and 
as such enlisted men in computing their service for longevity pay and 
retirement." 

Since June 18, 1878, Army officers who served at any time as enlisted 
men have been credited with the period of such enlistments in deter
mining length of .service as a basis for longevity pay. For service 
prior to June 18, 1878, either on the active list or the retired list, 
officers have not been credited with service under enlistments. 

As t.he pay o! Army officers increases for each five years of service 
(act of July 5, 1838, and act of June 15, 1870), the failure to cotmt 
time o! service as enlisted men resulted in substantial short payments 
to officers who rose from the ranks. 

Similar short payments were made officers who had served as cadets 
at West Point by refusing to recognize cadet service in computing 
longevity pay, but within the past two years the way has been opened 
for the adjustment of such claims. I have collected many thousands 
o! dollars for officers and their heirs in claims o! this nature, a list 
of such claims being appended. 

Active effort is now being made to secure adjustments for officers who 
served as enlisted men and their heirs. These efforts are meeting with 
success, and by proper presentation I believe all such claims will 
receive just recognition. · 

The Auditor for the War Department is not authorized by law to 
reopen a claim in which this question has been adjudicated, even 
though favorable decisions have been made since such adjudication. In 
70 such cases I have been fortunate in securing references by the Gnited 
States Senate to the Court of Claims. 

I advise that the inclosed papers be signed and immediately returned 
to me. 

FREDERICK A. FE:-<~I~G. 

Longevity claililB in tohich I have sec-ut·ed an allowance 
Col. Thomas L. Alexander ______________________________ $2, 285. 74 
Gen. Robert El. ClarY----------------------------------- 2, 852. 50 
Gen. Sidney Burbank----------------------------------- 2, 260. 75 
Gen. Henry F. C~rke---------------------------------- 1,878. SG Gen. Darius N. Couch__________________________________ 537. 7U 
Gen. Albemarle CadY----------------------------------- 2, 219.79 
Col. Samuel F. Cla1lin---------------------------------- 1, 616. 71 
Lieut. Paul Dahlgren___________________________________ 96. 51 
Capt. Davis S. Denison-------------------------------- 1, 002. 13 
Capt. Gustavus Dorr---------------------------------- 146. 20 
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· il~ ~~(e~~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~ 
Capt. John S. Hatheway--------------------------
Capt. George W. Hazzar<L----------------------------
Gen. William B. Hazen--------------------------
Gen. Erasmus D. Keyes--------------------------------Col. Richard S. C. Lord ______________________________ _ 
Maj. Hamilton W. 1\Ierrill---------------------------
Capt. Robert 1\I. McLane-------------------------------
Capt. Thomas E. Miller---------------'--------------
Col. Edwin W. Morgan_·------------------------------
Gen. William H. Morris-----------------------------
Gen. Marsena R. Patrick-----------------------------
Capt. John M. Scott--------------------------------
Gen. Truman Seymour---------------------------------
Lieut. Edwin H. Shelton _______________ ·---------------Capt. William S. Starring _____________________________ _ 

~~~.~~~ig~·w~uR~~~~~~:::--=:::::::::::::::::=::::: 
Col. Walter 1\IcFarland------------------------------
Capt. Albert L. Magilton------------------------------
Gen. Frederick Steele---------------------------------
Capt. George W. Ayers---------------------------------
Capt. William Eustis----------------------------------
Gen. John W. Ttu·ner----------------------------------Capt. Arthur n. Lansing ______________________________ _ 
Col. Thomas Bight-------------------------------
Col. Thomas J. TreadwelL-------------------·-----------(}en. Adam J. Slemmer _______________________________ :_ 
Lieut. Jo eph McElvain ________ :_ _________ ~ ___ ..:.._ __ 
Gen. John K. Mizner----------------------------------Gen. Wa hington L. Elliott ___ _:_ _______________________ _ 
<h>n. Robert Allen--------------------------------------Lleut. William Frazer ______ :_ _______________________ _ 
Col. John R. Smead _________ ,.:. ________________________ _ 

Gen. William S. Ketchum------------------------------
Gen. David Hunter-------------------------------------Hen. Barton S . .A.lexa.ntler _______________________ _:_ __ 
Maj. Edmund A. Ogden------------------------------Col. James Duncan Graham ________________ .:_ _________ _ 

$1,488.02 
1, 831. 66 
1,118.18 
1,~~:~~ 
1,g~~:~ 
1,723.64 

950.00 
1,095. 70 

319.40 
532. 56 
157.53 
262. 08 
797.93 
841.36 

1,316.67 
1,262..88 
1,402.36 
1,262.88 

248.90 
1., 132. 82 

639.00 
1,434.29 

292.20 
669.20 

1,137.43 
648.80 
791.79 

1,232.71 
1,109.66 

458.00 
1, 228.59. 

976:49 
1,914.0'3 

358.40 
715.83 

1,840.05 
1, 604. 06 
1, 951. 53 
1,021.80 
1, 948.71 

:Mr. GORMAN. What do those amounts you read represent? 
1\Ir, BLANTON. They represented so-called longevity pay. In my judg

ment, by senUing out such solicitations for business he has gotten these 
parties to give him powers of attorney, and he bas been able to collect 
that from the United States Government either through the Court of 
Claims or bills introduced in Congress. 

Mr. GonM.A.N. Are they matters of litigation? 
Mr. BLANTON. He says in this letter: 
"I have collect1:ld many thousands of dollars for officers and their 

heirs in claims of· this nature, a list of such collections being appended." 
Then he says : . 
"In 70 such cases I have been fortunate in seeuring ref~rences by the 

United States Senate to the Court of Claims." 

BosTON, MAss., Ma.y 15, 1911. 
FREDERICK A. E'ENNING, Esq. 

DEAR SIR : Mrs. Eudora S. Kelly, of Sharon, Mass., had handed me 
your letter to her of the date of May 12, with inclosures, in regard to 
longevity pay due her late husband, Capt. James R. Kelly. I am gen
ei·ai count!el for Mrs. Kelly and have presented in her behalf bills for 
her relief in Congress to this longevity pay for nine years past, and a 
bill is now pending at the present session, introduced by Mr. Ernest U. 
Roberts, Congressman from this di-strict, on April 3. Now, the reason 
I mark my letter above as confidential and .ask that it be so treated is 
tbis : Several months ago the fum of Lyon & Lyon, of Washington, pre
sented such a blank power of attorney -similar to your power to Mrs. 
Kelly, and, although I was not quite satisfied wi~ their statement con
cerning the matter, she signed the power and forwarded the same to 
them. They stated that they could procure immediate payment of the 
claim without any congressional action, which did not seem to me pos
sii.Jle, and I understand that they are now awaiting some decision by some 
court which will enable them to get the claim audited, bot I have never 
been able to obtain from them any reference to the case or court. 
Under these dreumstances I have advjsed Mrs. Kelly, who has just left 
my office, that I think she would be justified in CS:nceling her power to 
L~·Qn & Lyon and retaining yoo if this can be done and you are willing 
to act in accordance with a suggestion I would make. 

I have never met Shepherd & Campbell, of the Victor Building, 
Washington, but am in correspondence with them, and they know me 
in tbat way ; and Congressman McCall knows me personally very well. 

Very truly yours, 
HENRY P. FELLOWS, 

BoSTON, MASS., May 1B, 1911. 
FREDKRICK A. FEN 'ING~ Esg. 

DEAR Sm: Your favor of the 17th is duly received. Mrs. Kelly's 
claim is her longevity pay due her decea15ed husband. · I think you are 
right about the procedure, and if the court decisio.n should happen to 
come first I can see no reaso.n why you could .not make the .adjuf!tment 
with the auditor. 

Now, I said in my other letter that I should 1Dte to make a sugges
tion if you should take the matter np, and it is this: I bave had thfa 
matter in my office for a dozen or more year~ and have spent a good 

deal of time on it, and am in position to .cooperate with you; and will 
you be willing~ in case the matter is- turned. over to· you, to share the 
stipulated fee with me? 

Then also, will it be necessary for me to send Lyon & Lyon a revoca
tion of authority signed by Mrs. Kelly? Or will her signing the 
authority to you be sufficient-as your letter •nt:Ucates? In the latter. 
case it would ~e a matter of courtesy for me--would it not-to write 
Lyon & Lyon informing them that the authority is withdrawn? 

Kindly advise me 8.s to those two matters and I will at once have . 
Mrs. Kelly see m~, and I think she will do as I advise her. 

Very truly yours, 
H, P, It'ELLOWS. 

LAw OFFICES OF FRJIDERICK A. FENNING 

HENRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 
Boston, .Ma-11s. 

AND BRAINARD W. PARKER, 

Washington, D. 0., Jla·y 19, ·1911. 

DEAR SIR: I am in receipt of your favor of the 18th instant. If the 
claim of Mrs. Kelly is pla.ced in my hands as sugge ted in yom· letter, 
I shall be very glad tt> make the usual .arrangement in such cases, 
viz, pay you one-third of the 20 per cent contingent fee as a sociate 
counsel.- I shall be very ·glad to take up this matter immediately upon 
hearing from you. 

Of course, you must arrange by correspondence, ol' otherwise, to 
withdraw the case from other counsel. 

Yours faithfully. 
F. A. FEXNDiG. 

LAW 0.F.FICES OF FREDERICK' .A. FEKNING A.. 'I'D 

BRAINaiiD W. PARKE:R, 
Washoington, D. 0., May 22, 1911. 

H. P. FELLowsJ Esq., 
Boston, Ma-ss. 

DEAR SIR: I have you letter of the 20th instant, and am willing, in 
view of the statements therein set forth, to agree to an equal division 
of the 20 per cent contingent fee in the Kelly case, if the arne is 
placed in my hands through y:our office. 

Thank you very much for your comment on the pamphlet I sent you. 
I bave read your remarks with a great deal of interest. 

Yours faithfully, 
F. A. FENNlNG. 

_ WASHINGTOX, -D,. c:, Jlay f4, 19ft. 
HENRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

.f3 Tremont St1·eet, Boston, itass. 
DEAR SIR: We are in receipt of youi letter of the 23d instant, with 

inclosures, relative to the claim for longevity pay and allowances d'ue 
on account of the services of James R. Kelly and, to say the least, we 
are very much surprised at its contents. 

Out of the number of hundreds of cases--we have, this is tbe only 
case that we can call to our mind in which the claimant desires to 
cancel authority given us, especially in view of the amount of work . 
that has already been done in this case. 

We deem it proper to inform you that from our "experience it is very 
difficult for one who is to obtain a special act of Congress authorizing 
and directing the payment of longevity pay in any one or a special 
case, because any legislation had OJl t.he subject, if necessary, will 
be for the relief of all the claimants that we and other firms represented. 

We do pot believe that congressional action wi11 be necessary, be
cause if the test case now pending i.n the court is decided in favor of 
the claimants, 1t will enable us to obtain the favorable and early con
sideration of the Kelly and other like cases without obtaining a remedial 
act of Congress. 

We hope that Mrs. Kelly will change her attitude toward us in this 
matter, and permit us to continue to give this case our prompt and 
careful attention. 

Hoping to Teceive a favorable reply from you· on this subject, we are, 
Yotll's very truly, 

LYON & LYON. 

llr. FmLLows (examining papers). Yes, sir. 
M.r. BLA:-<TON. You received tbm:;e in dD.e course of mail? 
Mr. FELLOWS, Yes. 
!llr. BLANTON (reading) : 

(Letter Fennin_g wrote May 19, 1911) 
That was dated May 19, 1911. 
Now~ there i.S a letter that is in ~vidence, addressed to Henry P. 

Fellow~onrself, by Lyon & Lyon.. dated the 24th of May [banding 
paper to witness] ? 

Mr. FJ:LLows (exam.iii:ing paper). Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Showing that you bad written them on the ~3d? 
Mr. FEL:wws. Yes. 
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Mr. BLANTON. And your letter is in evidence too, where you at

tempted to cancel their power of attorney. State whether or not 
this letter caqsed you to do that-whether the letter I have just read 
caused you to cancel the power of attorney that Lyons & Lyons had 
[handing paper to witness]. 

Mr. FELLOws (examining paper). I did arrange in that way, yes; 
so as to have Lyon & Lyon withdrawn. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; he said in this letter of May 19, "Of course 
you must arrange by correspondence, or otherwise, to withdraw the 
case from other counsel," you thl'n wrote the letter to Lyon & Lyon, 
withdrawing it from them? 

Mr. FELLOWS. Yes. 
Mr. BoWLING. Who had the power of attornl'y at this time that 

you mentioned? 
Mr. BLANTON. Lyon & Lyon. 
Mr. FELLOWS. Lyon & Lyon. 
Mr. BLANTON. Attorneys here in Washington. 
'.rhe correspondence which has been already introduced shows that 

you mailed to Mr. Fenning a power of attorney for Mrs. Kelly. 
Mr. FELLOWS. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Authorizing him to act for her? 
Mr. FELLOWS. Yes. · 
Mr. BLANTON. The last letter that has been introduced in evidence 

before the committee was this one dated April 11, 1924, addressed 
to you by Mr. Fenning, acknowledging receipt of yours of that same 
month to him. That ts the last one that has been introduced in 
evidence [handing paper to witness]. 

Mr. FELLOWS (examining paper). Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, after that, state whether or not you wrote other 

letters to Mr. Fenning, and whether or not you got a reply to them. 
.Mr. FELLows. I wrote two or three times to Mr. Fenning subse-

quently to that, and I did not receive any reply. 
Mr. BLANTON. You did not receive any reply? 
Mr. FELLOWS. No. 
Mr. BLA:STON. Has he ever made any final report to yout 
Mr. FELLOWS. He has not. 
Mr. BLA~TON. Has he ever stated whether he has collected anything 

or not? 
Mr. FELLOWS. He has not. 
Mr. I!LANTON. And up to this time do you know whether or not he 

bas collected anything? 
Mr. FELLOWS. I do not. 
Mr. BLANTON. And then the matter is still pending? 
Mr. FELLows. So far as I know; yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is all-wait a minute. Up to the time that Mr. 

Fenning wrote these first letters in 1911 to you and Mrs. Kelly-up 
to that time had you or Mrs. Kelly ever met Mr. Fenntng? 

Mr. FELLows. No; we :never had. . 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you know anything about him up to that time? 
Mr. FJ:LLOWS. No. 

The following are a few of the many letters Fenning wrote 
in this case, showing that he was initiating and working up 
claims against the Government : 

JUNJI 9, 1911. 
HENRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

-9of Tremmt Street, Boston, Mass. 
DEAB SIR: I have received your two letters of the 8th instant and 

also the petition executed by Mrs. Kelly. 
I am taking up this matter with the Committee on War Claims of 

the House of Representatives and hope to be able to give you definite 
information by the middle of next week. 

Yours faithfully, 
F. A. FENNING. 

DJCCEMBER 7, 1911. 
HENRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

~ Tremont Street, Boston, Ma8B. 
DEAR SIR: I have your letter of December 4 in regard to Ml'B. Kelly'a 

claim for ditl'erences of longevity pay. By the rules adopted at the 
extra session of Congress it was impossible to have the claim referred 
to the Court of Claims, but I am taking the matter up and expect to 
have it referred at the present (regular) session. 

I shall advise you of developments. 
Yours faithfully, 

F. A. FlilNNING. 

FlilBRUA&Y 23, 1915, 
HlilNRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

.tS Tremont Street, Boaton, Ma/18, 
DEAR Mu.. FELLOWS: Your letter of February 20, Inquiring as to the 

status of longevity pay claims, was duly received. A bill providing 
for the payment of this class of claims is pending in the Senate, but I 
have almost given up hope of· ita passage at - this session -of Congresa 

owing to the mass of proposed legislation which bas precedence ov~r it. 
It looks as though the matter would have to be taken up anew with the 
next Congress. 

Yours very truly, F. A. FENNING. 

FEBRUARY 7, 1916. 
HENRY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

Barristers> Hall, Boston, Mass. 
.DF>AB MR. F:ELLOWS: I have yours of the 5th instant, and it may be 

that a little later it will be desirable to call upon Senator Weeks, at 
which time I shall be glad to do it with the letter you have forwarded 
to me. Meanwhile, let me say that I have had a letter from Senator 
Weeks, in which he says he will keep this matter in mind, and I feel 
certain that we can be assured of his cooperation. 

Yours v~ry truly, 
F. A. FF.l~NING. 

APRIL 11, 192-l. 
H.ENBY P. FELLOWS, Esq., 

.t,fJ Oottrt Street, Bosto-n, Ma.ss. 
DEAR MB. FELLOWS: I have just received your letter of April 10, 

1924. H. R. 703, providing for the payment of longevity claims, was 
introduced in the House December 5, 1923, and favorably reported by 
the Committee on Judiciary January 18, 1924. Congress has been pay
ing so much attention to other things that this meritorious bill has not 
yet received consideration. I am doing all that I can to secure its 
passage, and I am very hopeful that the way will be clear for the 
payment of these claims during the session of the present Congress. 

With best wishes, I am, yours very truly, 
F. A. FEN"XING. 

li'ENNING AT FIRST DENIED 
Before Frederick A. FenDing knew that I was in possession 

of the foregoing correspondence, just after he had made his 
defensive statement before our Gibson committee, I asked him 
about that circular he had been sending out showing how many 
claims he had collected, and the following occurred : 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you write to Mrs. Kelly, of :Massachusetts, and 
send her one of those circulars and ask her to employ you in her case? 

Mr. FENNING. I presume that one of those circulars got to Mrs. Kelly. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you write a letter and send one to her? 
Mr. FENNING. Did I write a letter and send one to her? 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you send one to her and ask her to employ you? 
Mr. FENNING. I don't know. 
Mr. BLANTON. Will you say you did not? 
Mr. FENNING. I answer, I don't know. 
Mr. BLANTON. Isn't it a fact that you kept that up from the time 

you first wrote her until 1924? 
Mr. FENNING. You ask me tf I wrote her a letter? 
Mr. BLA.lii"TON. Yes. 
Mr. FENNING. Originally-! say I do not remember. I do say that 

she placed a case in my hands to be taken care of. 
Mr. BLANTON. Look at this letterhead and this writing and this 

signature and say whether or not that is your letterhead and your 
signature .[banding a paper to the witness]. Is it or is it not? · 

Mr. FENNING. I want to call your attention to that clause "if 
the matter is not in the bands of other counsel." The contention is 
made in charge 20 that I influenced her to break her contract and 
power of attorney with somebody else. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is what I am going to show by your corre-
spondence right now. 

" I hope you will promptly sign and return the inclosed blank." 
That was a power of attorney, wasn't it? 
Mr. FENNING. I persume it was a power of attorney and a contingent 

fee agreement. 

By inspecting the foregoing correspondence you will note 
that without knowing l\Irs. Kelly or her Boston attorney, Mr. 
Fellows, Fenning wrote to her seeking employment, and when he 
found out that she already had Lyon & Lyon representing her 
case in Washington, he induced Fellows to discharge them and to 
hire him on a contingent fee, agreeing to share such fee with 
Fellows. 
WITHOUT KNOWING MRS. LEE, INDUCED HER TO MAKE HIM GUARDIAN OB' 

HER SON AND THEN EMPLOY HIS OB'FICE PARTNER, ROGERS, IN RAILROAD 
CAS Ill 

Mrs. Eliza Le~ under oath, testified before the Judiciary 
Committee: 

The witness was duly sworn by the chairman of the subcommittee. 
Mr. BLANTON. What 1s ;your name? 

· Mrs. LEE. Eliza Lee • 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Lee, you are the mother of Roley Lee, who is 

now at St. Elizabetbs Asylum? 
Mrs. LEB. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not Roley Lee was in France during 

the World War, ill service... . 
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Mrs. LEE. Yes; he was. 
Mr. BLANTO~. When Roley Lee entered the semce and went to 

France, what was the condition of his health? 
Mrs. LEE. He bad good health. 
Mr. BWNTO~. Was he active, strong, and robust, or was he siek'l 
Mrs. LEE. He never was sick none. 
Mr. BLANTON. When he came home, when you first saw him after 

he came home, what was his condition and where was he? 
Mrs. LEE. ·I went to Camp Lee to see him, and be was shell 

shocked. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was he injured in any other way? 
Mrs. LEE. He was gassed. 
Mr. BLAr.'TON. With regard to having a shrapnel wound in his hip, 

state whether or not he did have such a wound. 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir; a great big place on his left side. 
Mr. BLANTON ." Did you have any other boys in the war? 
M1·s. LEE. I had two. 
Mr. BLANTON. You bad three boys altogether? 
::Ur:s. LEE. I had three boys altogether. 
_Mr. BLANTO~. Mrs. Lee, after you saw him over here where he could 

not get about, state whether or not he disappeared and you did not 
1mow where he was. 

Mrs. LEE. He got a furlough to come from Camp Lee and stayed at 
home 30 days, and went around to see his neighbors and kinfolk. 
Then be went back to Camp Lee and stayed until he got his discharge. 
Then he came home and stayed about a month. Then he went to Balti
more to school. He wrote me letters often backward and forward, and 
maybe in about two months, as well as I remember, his letters stoppeq 
nnd I never heard from the boy for two years. 

Mr. BLANTON. You did not know what had become of him? 
Mrs. LEE. I did not know what had become of him. 
Mr. BLANTON. Up to that time did you know Mr. Ft·ederick A. 

Fenning? 
Mrs. LEE. I did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Had you ever seen him? 
l\:lrs. LEE. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. If any papers ever came to Grundy, Va., for yon to 

sign, state what they were and whether or not you signed them. 
Mrs. LEE. In 1922, as well as I remember, be sent some papers to 

Mr. Percy Lenden ( ?) for me to sign, for him to be my son's guardian. 
Mr. BLANTON. For bim to be your son's guardian? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Up to that time had you asked him to act as guardian 

for your son? 
Mrs. LEE. I had not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you know him up to that time? 
Mrs. LEE. No. 
Mr. BLL"''TON. What representations, if any, were made with regard 

to your signing the paper, and your being allowed to see your boy and 
getting compensation, 1t you would sign the papers? 

Mrs. LEE. Percy said Mr. Fenni.Dg said if I would sign the papers I 
would get $250 back money, and I wanted to .come and see my son. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you want to see your son? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you believe you could see your son if you would 

sign the papers? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you sign the papers? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes; I dld. 
l\:lr. BLANTON. Mrs. Lee, I show you the auditor's report that has 

been put in evidence that on March 7, 1922, Mr. Fenning was allowed 
$134.95, and also $188 commission on your son's estate; that on Feb
ruary 23, 1923, he was allowed a commission of $204.22; that on Feb
ruary 14, 1924, he was allowed commission of $204.25; that on March 
17, 1925, he was allowed commission of $210.81. If yon had known that 
b e would be allowed those sums of money out of your son's estate. 
would you have signed that paper? 

Mrs. LEE. No. If I had known what I knowed after I C<Jme here 
and seen him, I would not have signed it at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. Here is a certificate of guardianship and committee 
Issued to yon. I will read it : 

" CEBTIFICATEl OJJ' GUARDIANSHIP AND COKMITTEJD 

" Virginia : At a circuit court held and continued for Buchanan 
County, at the courthouse thereof, o.n Monday, April 24, 1922: 

" Present : Hon. William E. Burns, judge presiding. 
" On motion, Eliza Lee was appointed guardian and committee for 

her son, Roley Lee, an insane person, and thereupon the said Eliza 
Lee entered into bond in the sum of $5,000 with J. H. Stinson and 
S. R. Hurley as her sureties. 

" VmGINIA., Bucltanan Oountg, to «Dit: 
"I, Mosco.e Belcher, deputy for B. R. Hurley, clerk of the circuit 

court of the county and State aforesaid, certifY that the foregoing 
writing is a correct copy of an order of court appointing Eliza Lee 

guardian o~ Roley Lee, as appears of record in the circuit court clerk's 
o1Uce, recorded in common law order book No. ff, page 128. 

•• Given under my hand this 3d day of July, 1923. 
"[NOTARIAL SEAL.] MOSCOE BBLCHER, 

u Dcp"ty Olerk, Buchanan Oou·nty, Va.'• 
Mrs. LEE. That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. Here is a communication from S. R. Hurley, clerk of 

the circuit court· of Buchanan County, Va. It is addressed to the 
Department of Interior, St. Elizabeths Hospital, Washington, D. C. 
This letter is dated July 4, 1923, and reads as follows: 

" GENTLEMEN : Mrs. Eliza Lee, the mother of Rolly Lee, is very 
anxious to bring her son, Rolly Lee, home to _Grundy, Va., and care for 
him here. We have three good physicians here in town, and the boy 
can get medical aid here and the care of his mother. 

" If the department could let this boy come home with his mother, 
I believe that it would be of more benefit and do him more good to get 
back home in the mountains than all the medical aid that could be 
administered to him. 

" lirs. Eliza Lee has also qualified as guardian for this boy, and she 
is able to ·care for him if he could be released on a vacation or furlough. 

" Respectfully yours, 
"S. R. HURLEY, 

"Olerk, Oirouit Oourl, Buchanan Ootmty, Va.', 

Here is a letter dated August 31, 1922, from Mr. Fenning to Ron. 
C. B. Slemp, Honse of Representatives, Washington, D. C., reading 
as follows: 

" DEAR MR. SLEP.lP: I have your letter of August 30, 1922, inclosing 
certificate from the deputy clerk of the circuit court of Buchanan 
County, Va., showing the appointment of Eliza Lee as committee of 
Rilay Lee. I presume that this refers to my ward Roley Lee. 

"Our court has held that It would not direct a committee appointed 
in this jurisdiction to turn over the estate of an incompetent to a 
committee appointed elsewhere unless the ward was removed to the 
jurisdiction in which the other fiduciary was appointed. Roley Lee 
still remains a patient under treatment at St. Elizabeths Hospital. If 
he should be removed to the State of Virginia, please let me know and 
I will take up the matter with our court without delay. 

" Yours very truly, 
" F. A. FENNING." 

That letter shows that on August 31, 1922, Frederick Fenning 
had notice from Congressman Slemp and the Buchanan County 
court of Virginia that Mrs. Eliza Lee had duly qualified as 
guardian and committee of her shell-shocked, wounded, gassed 
son, and was frantic to get him back home with her, and was 
imploring Fenning to turn him loose. And Fenning knew when 
he wrote that letter to Slemp that he had control of the doctors 
in St. Elizabeths, and that Roley Lee would not be sent away 
from St. Elizabeths. And Fenning forced this poor mother to 
leave her home in Virginia and move to Washington on enor
mous expenses that had to be paid out of Roley's estate, so she 
could be near her son and care for him, and Fenning held on 
to him and exploited his estate from 1922 until May 8, 1926, 
when I went before the Supreme Court and got Chief Justice 
McCoy to issue an order dii·ecting Fenning to turn Roley Lee 
and his property back to his mother. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you want to take him home? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. BLANTON. How long have you been living in Washington? 
Mrs. LEE. Ewr since 1924. But listen. I visited up here in 1922 

and 1923. 
Mr. BLA!\'TON. And he paid the expenses? 
Mrs. LIIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fenning did? 
Mrs. L:mE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. That came out of your son's estate? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You came here in 1924 and stayed to look after your 

boy, did yon? 
Mrs. LEE. My boy was pretty near dead when I came here. 
Mr. BLANTON. State what you did for him. 
Mrs. LEE. I done so much I don't believe I could tell it all. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have they ever since 1924 let you take him out? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. Last summer I taken him out all summer and 

all winter, up to my room. 
Mr. BLANTON. What time would yon leave with him in the morning? 
Mrs. LEli}. Sometimes about 9 o'clock. 
.Mr. BLANTOY. What time would you take b1m back? 
Mrs. LEE. About 20 minutes before 7. 
Mr. BLANTON. From 9 o'clock in the morning until 20 minutes before 

7 in the evening you would keep him 'i 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir ; I would keep him all day long. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not yon cooked for him. 
Mrs. I&& I would give him his meals. ' 
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· Mr. BLAN'l'ON. State whether or not you took care of his clothes and 

mended them. 
Mrs. LEE. I washed his clothes and had them pressed and done all 

that was done for him, except his breakfast and bed. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not you entertained him and showed 

him around. 
Mrs. LEE. I have taken him out street-car riding, and down to 

Mr. Fenning's office about twice or three times, but I never seen Mr. 
Fenning. 

Mr. BLANTON. Whom would you see in the office? 
Mrs. LEE. Tbe stenographer in the office. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not you brought him to my office 

many times. 
1\:lM. LEE. I brought him to your office, I think, about three or four 

times, as well as I can remember. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you not brought him more than that? 
Mrs. LEE. I expect I have, but after I brought him down there they 

would not let me take him outside any more. 
Mr. BLANToN:- Before they knew you were bringing him, did you bring 

him there a good many times? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not Roley Lee minds everything you 

tell him. 
l\frs. LEE. He minds me just like a baby. 
Mr. BLANTON. To give the committee an idea, and an incident, I 

want to ask you this: State whether or not you brought him to my 
office one morning, and when he saw a lot of people there be would 
not come in, and you told him to stand at the window on the third 
floor of this hallway, and you came in and stayed quite a long time, 
and when you went out, state whether or not he was standing by the 
window where you left him. 

Mrs. LEE. I told him to stand there until I got the papers fixed up 
to take him out. I said, "Son, stay right there until I come out." 

M1·. BLANTON. Did be stay there? 
Mrs. LEE. He stayed right there. He never moved. 
Mr. BLANTON. About how long were you in that office fixing up those 

papet·s? 
.Mrs. LEE. I expect I was in there about an hour and a half. 
Mr. BLANTON. And when you came out he was still standing right 

where you left him. at that window on the third floor of this building? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
1\fr. BLANTON. Right outside my office? 
1\Irs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Ca.n yon manage him and handle him? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes; indeed. He minds me good. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is it expensive or not for you to stay here in Wash

ington? 
Mrs. LEE. Of course it is. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has it been expensive for you to stay here since 1924 

to look after him? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not you own your own home in 

Grundy. 
Mrs. LEE. I own a home in Grundy, Va. 
Mr. BLANTON. If you had him at your home in Grundy, state whether 

or not you could save the expense of living here and looking after him. 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not these funds that Mr. Fenning 

has drawn since 1922, up to the time you became guardian yourself, 
of $134.95, $188, $204.22, $204.25, and $210.81, had been paid to you 
instead of Mr. Fenning it would have meant much to you. 

Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Would it or not have meant much to you? 
Mrs. LEE. It would have meant lots to me. 
Mr. BLANTON. I think this is very pertinent testimony. 
Mr. HoGAN. I am making no objection. 

BUSINESS FOR FENNING & ROGERS, ATTORNEYS 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask you one or two further questions. 
Mrs. Lee, did you ever get hurt on a stroot car? 

Mrs. LEE. On the 16th of January I got hurt. 
Mr. BLANTON. State wheth~r or not you e~er mentioned that to Mr. 

Fenning. Just tell all about it. 
Mrs. LE.E. Mr. Fenning come to the ward in St. Elizabeths and be 

spoke to me and says, "Roley looks fine." I said, "Yes." I spoke 
to Mr. Fenning and told him I got hurt on the street car. I said one 
or two words, and he said, "You come to my office to-morrow and I 
will tell Mr. Rogers." 

Mr. BLANTON. Had you up to that time said anything about seeing a 
lawyer? 

1\frs. LEE. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. He told you to come to his office and see Mr. Rogers? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. I didn't think of getting anything out of it. 
Mr. BLANTON. You didn't think of getting anything out of it?. 
Mrs. LEE. No, sir. 

Mr. BLANTON. But he told you to come to his omce and see Mr. 
Rogers the next morning? 

Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you go down there? 
Mrs. LEE. Y cs, si.r. 
Mr. BLANTON. Whom did you see? 
Mrs. LEE. I saw a stenographer, and I saw Mr. Rogers. 
Mr. BLANTON. You can step right from where the stenographer is 

into Mr. Rogers's room? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you go to see Mr. Rogers? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Tell what you told Mr. Rogers with regard to your 

agreeing to pay him anything and about what had happened. 
Mrs. LEE. I told Mr. Rogers if he didn't win anything I couldn't 

pay him. 
Mr. BLANTON. If he didn't win something for you, you could not 

pay him? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. That he would have to recover before you could pay 

him anything? 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, l'lir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mrs. Lee, after this investigation began state 

whether or not you received this letter in April from Mr. Rogers. 
Mrs. LEE. Yes, sir; I receiv-ed that letter. I received that letter the 

17th of April. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is addressed to Mrs. Eliza Lee, 2739 Nichols Avenue 

SE., Washington, D. C. 
Mr·s. LEE. Yes, sii·. 
Mr. BLANTON. The letterhead ' is " Law Office, Paul V. Rogers, Evans 

Building, Washington, D. C." It is dated April 17, 1926, and reads 
as follows: 

"DI!lAR Ma. LEE: I have been advised that you have made certain 
statements to Mr. BLANTON relative to the claim which I am handling 
for you against the Washington Railway & Electric Co., which are 
prejudicial not only to me but to Mr. · Fenning. I had received from 
the railway company a proposition of settlement, but in view of your 
actions I do not care to represent you further in the matter. You 
advised me the other day that in your opinion you were entitled to 
$1,000, and I doubt that the company will consider paying this amount; 
unless predicated upon a judgment. Under the circumstances my sug
gestion is that you employ other counsel in the matter. 

"Yours truly, 
" PAUL V •. ROGERS." 

Mrs. Lee, after Y<>U received that letter state whether or not I went 
with you to see the railway company. 

Mrs. LEE. You did. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not they settled the case with you 

without any lawyer and paid you--
Mr. HOGAN (interposing). I would like to know what this has to 

do with Mr. Fenning. If Mr. BLAXTON wants the record to show 
that <>Ut of the goodness of his heart he helped this lady, that is another 
thing. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have. 
Mr. HoGAN. If he wants to do that, I think he should get on the 

floor of the House and state it. I would not suggest that Mr. BLANTON 
was practicing law. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. But I did it as your friend, did I not, Mt·s. Lee? 
1\:lrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOGAN. I submit that these nice things Mr. BLA..."iTON does might 

be very interesting to his constituents, but what has it to do with the 
FenDing case? 

WHAT IT HAD TO DO WITH FENNING 

It had just this connection with Fenning : When he learned 
that a street car had run against and knocked Mrs. Lee down 
and injured her he sent her to his office and had her employ 
his office man, Rogers, with their 50-50 alTangement on fees 
concerning business Fenning brought him ; but when Fenning 
found out that 1 was charging him with barratry and champ
erty he had Rogers turn her case back to her, indicating to 
her that she would lose everything now. I took this poor 
woman to the railroad officials and got them to settle her case, 
and give her a check for her damages, without it costing her 
one penny. And I have thus helped other poor widows here. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think it will be interesting, but I will not pursue it 
any further. 

Mrs. Lee, did you sign a petition last Saturday a week ago to Judge 
McCoy asking him to release your boy from St. Elizabcths and from 
Mr. Fenning? 

l'>lrs. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA...'iTON. And he did release him? 
Mrs. LEm. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOGAN. It Mr. BLANTON is going to testify, why should he not be 

sworn and I given opportunity to cross-examine him? 
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Mr. DYER. He ls asking a question. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will read the following order from the chief justice 

of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia : 
" In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an 

equity court. In re Roly Lee, lunatic. Lunacy No. 8780. 
" The petition of Eliza Lee, joined by the petition of the . Director of 

the United States Veterans' Blireau, disclosing to the court that said 
Roly Lee is a legal resident, of Buchanan County, State of Virginia; 
that his mother, Mrs. Eliza Lee, has duly qualified in the probate court 
of said count y and State as his legal guardian and committee and is 
'entitled to his custodj; that said Roly Lee is a World War veteran 
and under the care of the United States Veterans' Bureau, which caul!ed 
him to be placed in St. Eliz-abeths Hospital, and that it is the desire 
of said bureau that said ward be turned over to his mother and legal 
guardian and committee, and the consent of the present committee 
having been given and filed, it is therefore 

u Ordered, That the superintendent of St. Ellizabeths Hospital be, and 
be is hereby, directed to turn over and deliver the said Roly Lee into 
the care and custody of his said mother, Mrs. Eliza Lee, who, under the 
direction of said Director of the United States Veterans' Bureau, is 
authorized to remove him from the jurisdiction of this court. 

" 2. 'rhat the circuit court of Buchanan County, Va., be notified of 
this transfer to its jurisdiction and of the responsibility of Mrs. Eliza 
Lee's bond to it attaching, and to which court she will hereafter make 
due accounting; that Frederick A. Fenning, committee of said Roly 
Lee under this court, be, and he is hereby, directed forthwith to file his· 
final account and, upon approval thereof, to turn over to said Mrs. 
Eliza Lee, and accept her receipt for same, all of the estate of said 
Roly Lee in his hands and for which he is lawfully responsible ; that 
hereafter the United States Veterans' Bureau is authorized and directed 
to pay all amounts due under this case to the said Mrs. Eliza Lee, as 
guardian and committee of the said Roly Lee under the jurisdiction and 
control of said circuit court of Buchanan County, Va." 

This is executed May 8, 1926, by Walter I. McCoy, chief justice·, 
Supreme Court, District of Columbia, and there is a certification here 
by the clerk of the court that this · is a true and correct coi>y of the 
order on file in that court. 

Now, Mrs. Lee; since this court here has ordered your son turned 
over to you on May 8, 1926, why are you still here in Washington? 

Mr. HERSEY. That was the 26th of May. 
Mr. BLANTON. That Is May 8, 1926, and this is the 27th. 
Mr. DYER. There is no dispute but what the order was made and 

there is no dispute but what the property has not been tUrned over to 
the witness; is that true? 

Mr. BLANTON. If this account had been settled, Mrs. Lee-
Mr. HoGAN. Did you ask me a question, Mr . . Chairman? 
Mr. DYER. No; I made this statement for the record-! thought It 

might shorten it. I do not want to interfere with counsel, of course, 
or with Mr. BLANTON'S method; but I took it from the copy of the 
order which Mr. BLANTON read _and !rom the answer the witness had 
made, that the court had ordered the property of her son turned over 
to h~r and that it had not been turned over. 

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman here knows it has not and if she 
could get the property this evening, she could leave to-night. 

Mr. HOGAN. No ; it has not. 
Mr. DYER. That .is why I asked the question, to shorten the inquiry. 

The . committee can draw the proper inference. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Lee, is there anything that keeps you here in 

Washington to-day, other than the fact you have not gotten the estate 
that belongs to your -son? 

Mrs. LEE. That is what I am waiting for. 

And it was July 14, 1926, before Fenning made settlement 
with Mrs. Lee and turned over to her the $5,261.71 he had left 
of her son's money. And he paid back to her the $29.67 commis
sions he had unlawfully taken out of Roly Lee's estate on bond 
premiums. And now for nearly a year Roly Lee has been at 
home with his mother in the mountains of Virginia in Grundy, 
and is happy and slowly regaining his health. He would have 
died had Fenning been allowed to keep him locked \up in St. 
Elizabeths Insane Asylum. 

CHAnGES NOS. 6, 1, .!ND 8 GROUPED 

As charges 6, 7, and 8 are interrelated, I will group them. 
CHARGE NO. 6 

I charge that continuously during the past 23 years the said 
Frederick A. Fenning has wrongfully conspired and confederated with 
Dr. William A. White, superintendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital, nn 
institution of the United States Government, in an improper agree
ment and practice whereby the said Frederick A. Fenning was given 
an improper, selfish, monopolistic inside concession not allowed to 
other attorneys, wherein he was permitted to pe1·sonally examine all 
records, correspondence, and papers relating to inmates of such insti
tution, and thereby ascertain which of said wards of this Government 
had money, property, or compensation or pension claims against the 
Government of the United States, a privilege denied to other attorneys.; 

and whereby the said Frederick A. Fenning would act as attorney for 
the said Doctor White or ·would have his law partner act as such 
attorney for ·said Doctor White in filing in the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia said Doctor White's petition praying that a certain 
inmate, :found to possess money or property or to .have a claim against 
the Government, be adjudged of unsound mind, and praying that a 
committee be appointed by the court to take charge of such estate and 
prosecute such claim against the Government, and in which petition 
said Fenning would have the said Doctor White recommend the said 
Frederick A. Fenning as the committee to be appointed, and I charge 
that in pursuance of said wrongful conspiracy and improper practice 
the said Frederick A. Fenning induced the .said Doctor Wbite to 
execute over 200 such petitions which said Fenning filed in the said 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, wherein said Fenning was 
recommended for committee, and in which cases the eourt appointed 
said Fenning as committee or guardian, and as such said Fenning came 
into possession of the money and property and income of his said 
ward and prosecuted said ward's claims against the Government of the 
United States, and out of which estate and annual income the said 
Frederick A. Fenning has received annually a large per cent. 

CHARGE NO. 1 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, about 23 years ago, 
wrongfully and improperly solicited the Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia then having charge of lunacy cases, to 
appoint him guardian or committee in all lunacy cases, and that said 
Fenning was then told by sqid justice that he would not appoint as . 
committee or guar<4an any person except the one recommended in the 
petition, and that then and continuously since then the said Frederick 
A. FenDing has wrongfully and improperly solicited all persons who 
might file such petitions to name him therein. as committee or guardian, · 
and he has written many persons whom he had never seen or known, 
urging that they grant him permission to file such petitions for them, 
with himself named therein as the one recommended for appointment 
as guardian or committee. 

CHARGE NO. 8 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has admitted · under 
oath that· about 23 years ago he caused to be originated the unla wful 
and improper practice of paying ou~ of the estate of the person ad
judged to be of unsound mind a fee of $10 to each doctor employed in 
St. Ellizabeths Hospital who signed one of the two required affidavits 
certifying that be deemed such person of unsound mind, notwithstand
ing_ the fact that the law requires all of said doctors employed in St. 
Elizabeths Hospital. to give all of their time to St. Elizabeths Hospital, 
and said Fenning testified under oath that when about 23 years ago 
he asked the presiding justice to allow such fees to said doctors, that 
the said justice of the court asked him to look up whether there was 
any law allowing it, and that after two weeks' search he could find 
none, whereupon, although there was no authority for same, the court 
entered an order allowing it, and that such a fee has been unlawfully 
and wrongfully paid to said doctors ever since, and I charge that said 
Frederick A. Fenning thus caused a wrongful and unlawful system 
to be inaugurated and followed continuously for 23 years, which 
squanders in unwarranted costs the estates of his wards, and I charge 
that said Frederick A. Fenning thus used his ward's money to buy 
favors from and to ingratiate himself · into the good graces of ·all the · 
doctors in St. Elizabeths Hospital, whom he expected to use in his 
business, and I charge that continuously for the past 23 years the 
said Frederick A. Fenning bas thus paid a fee of $10 wrongfully 'to a 
doctor in St. Elizabeths Hospital, and has also paid a second fee of 
$10, wrongfully, either to his brother-in-law, Dr. J. Ramsay Nevitt, 
who during all such time has been coroner of said District, or to some 
other friendly doctor in the District of Columbia, and this, too, when 
the said Fenning knew that under the law and practice in the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia he was entitled to have doctors give 
their testimony in insanity cases for $1.25 per day. 

FENNING'S SWORN TESTIMONY, 20 YEARS AGO 

When Doctor White was being. investigated in 1906, 20 years 
ago, Frederick A. Fenning then testified under oath. From· 
these old printed hearings of 1906, dug up out of the ba ement 
of the Capitol, I quote : 

Mr. FENNING. When I was at the United States pension agency, 
in the Government service, I had charge for a good many years of the 
payments of pensions to fiduciaries. All of the payments to guardians, 
committees, or conservators have been through me. 

It seemed to me there was a field here for a man to act as what 
might be called a quasi public guardian. 

Within two mont~ after I resigned from the Government service 
and took that up, business of that nature began to come in; and I 
have been appointed and I am now committee of, I think, about 65 
lunatics and 1 habitual drunkard· and guardian of about 7 minor 
children. 

When I took . that matter up with some of the judges of the courts, 
as I did in the first instance, and told them what I was ready to do, 
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Mr. Justice Barnard, who was then holding probate court and also 
hearing lunacy cases, remarked that he would be glad to appoint me 
in such cases, but he was practically in every case guided by . the 
recommendation of the petition; that if a petition came to him sug
gesting some one else, and that person was a proper person, he should 
feel that he ought to appoint that person. Then it was up to me to 
see that I was the person suggested in the petition, because the judge 
had made it rather plain to me that he did not care, unless there was 
an unu ual reason for it, to neglect the suggestion shown in the 
petition. 

With pa rticular reference to what physicians and how many physi
cians should t estify in luna.cy cases, Justice Barnard agreed with me 
that in accordance with the old Maryland law there ought to be the 
t <>stimony of at least two medical men. The conclusion was reached 
that the ideal arrangement would be to have one physician from the 
hospital and one physician from the city. 

I have had Doctor Nevitt, who used to be the police surgeon here, 
and who has testified on the stand that while he was police surgeon 
be testifi ed in from 600 to 800 cases. 

The question came up years ago as to whether a physician on the 
pay roll at the Government Hospital for the Insane could properly 
receive a fee in those cases. So I submitted t'O the justice in Novem
ber, 11)0,!, bills for $10 each that I bad received from Doctor Hummer, 
of the hospital, and from Doctor Nevitt, of the city. He asked me if 
I could find any law on the subject whic:h would operate to prevent a 
phy~ician at the hospital receiving a fee, and my recollection is that 
the only law I could find and cite was the statute which provides that 
an employee of the United States testifying in a case in which the 
United Stat es is a party shall receive nothing in addition to his actual 
expem•e. . He signed this order : 

" In re Jobn Crowe, lunatic, lunacy No. 1652. 
"~'he con1mittee in the above-entitled cause having appeared in 

court and informed the court that he bas received bills for $10 each 
from Dr. Harry R. Hummer, Government Hospital for the Insane, and 
Dr. J. Ramsay Nevitt, Washington, D. C., for their services as expert 
witnes~es at the lunacy proceeding held in tllis Cc.'lnse June ~-9, 1904, 
it is by the court this 14th day of November, 1904. 

"OrdfYrcd, That the committee be, and is hereby, authorized and 
dlrected to pay the said bills from the funds ot said . lunatic. 

"THOMAS H. ANDERSON, Jttstioe.U 

Mr. llAI". As I understand it, you went into this business on your 
own account. You saw that there was a field here, as you say, and 
you thought that it would be a good field, and you have continued in 
that line-

l\Ir. FFJN~ING. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HAY. And you have continued not only to solicit the e cases from 

the Government IIospital for the Insane but from others. 
Mr. Fl~:-<~ING. From every institution and from all the attorneys I 

could reach ; from anybody who was connected in any way with a caae 
requiring the services of a fiduciary. 

Mr. HAY. Some intimation has been made that perhaps you were, to 
use a vulgar term, in cahoots with somebody out at that institution, 
and that they get a part of your fees, or that you compensate them 
in consideration of the fact that you are employed in a case, is there 
a nytbing in that? 

Mr. FENNING. No; there is absolutely nothing in that. 
I am going on this record het·e as saying that I am willing to do 

business by wholesale whenever I can get it. 

* * * * * * * 
Mr. FE:\:-<ING, No, sir; l do not. I have been criticized by one or 

two members of the Medico-Legal Society in this proceeding, and it 
has been aiu that I have appeared in court and have endeavored to 
oppose habeas corpus proceedings and have thrown obstacles in the 
way of persons getting out of the hospital. I am frank to admit 
that in the Corbett ease-l am the committee of M'rs. Corbett-! went 
into th court when the habeas corpus proceeding was abont to be 
heard ancl told the judge that as committee of Mrs. Corbett I had 
looked carefully into the case since she had filed her petition for a 
writ of habeas corpus, and my opinion was that the best interests of 
1\frs. Corbett demanded that she remain where she was, and that that 
being the case· I was going to appear· with the district attorney in 
oppos ition to the issuance of the writ. 

THAT WAS A MOST DAMNI~G ADMISSION 

For these two Corbett ladies, mother and daughter, estab
lished their sanity in court before a jury of their peers, and 
1.\liss Corbett has been an honored, respected, efficient employee 
here ever since; but she says that Fenning's cruel treatment 
of her mother hastened her death. And Fenning has thrown 
every obstacle in the way of all of his other numerous wards 
who have tried to free themselves from his clutches. 
HOW L'ENNING THEN KEPT ST. ELIZABETHS DOCTORS IN GOOD WORKIXG 

ORDER 
1\Ir. HAY. How many of these cases have you appeared in? 
Doctor HuMMER. Why, I never stopped to calculate it. I suppose 40 

or 50, and possibly more. 

The CHAIRlLI.N. Did you get paid for your services in the Ba~tin ca~e? 
Doctor HuMMER. Yes; I got a fee of $25 for examining that man. 
The CHAIIUIAN. Who paid you that? 
Doctor HUMMER. Mr. Fenning paid me. 
The CHAIRMAN. Who was the other physician? 
Doctor HUl\HtER. The other physician was Doctor Nevitt-Coroner 

Nevitt. He is now coroner for the District. As near as I remember, 
the judge said, " Wll~t do ·you expect to pay these men for their serv

·ices?" "Well," he says, "a reasonable amount." The judge says, 
"What do you suppose is a reasonable amount?" He said, "I think 
a fee of $25 "; and I am informed tha t the judge signed an order 
authorizing him to pay two physicians a fee of $25. 

The CH.u.RMAN. What is the usual compensation given to these cases? 
Doctor HUMMER. Usually the compensation is $10, sir. 
l\lr. HAY. Did you make any charge yourself, or just leave it to :\Ir. 

Fenning? 
Doctor H UMMF.R. Mr. Fenuing called me up and said, " I think you 

are entitled to a fee for your services here " ; and I said, "All right; 
I will accept a fee." 

Mr. HAY. You did not fix tile fee? 
Doctor ITUMM.ER. No; I do-n't believe I said a word about a fee. 

CONCEn~1XG APPOI~TMENT OF GUARDIA~S 

Mr. HAY. Does the court act upon your petition? 
Doctot· WHITE. Yes, sir; usually upon my petition. 
Mr. HAY . .As to who the guardian shall be? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir; in many instances. 
The CHAIRMA ·. Doctor, when this petition i'l prepared is tbet·e a 

nomination or some particular per 'On for guardian? 
Doctor WmTE. In the petition? 
The CHAIRMA"N. Yes. 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir; Mr. Fenning has usually been mentioned in 

the petition. 
l\ir. WALLACE. Who :fir8t introduced Mr. Frederick A. Fenning to you 

and suggested the ar-rang-ement you made with him, whereby you exe
cuted so many petitions for his appointment as committ ee over the 
persons -and properties of your e::~:-soldier patients? 

Doctor WHITK. He may have introduced himself. I don't recall. 
Mr. WALLACE. Did yon have any knowledge of the fact that Doctor 

Nichols, Doctor Toner, Doctor Hummer, and others of·your official stat! 
were getting fees of $10 or more out of these ex-soldiers' pens ions for 
testifying in these Fenning cases? 

Doctor WHITE. I had knowledge they were getting a fee of $10. 
Mr. WALLACE. For the purpose of preparing these petitions in lunacy, 

does Mr. Fenning have free access to the hospital records of these cases 
and their Army records? 

Doctor WHITE. I thin}( so. 

JBIPLOYED IX ST. ELIZA.BJ:THS 40 YE.AilS 

Remember that Frank )f. Finotti, who was chief clerk in St. 
Elizabetlls for 40 years, swore on April 3, 1926, that Doctor 
White allowed Frederick Fenning fi·ee access to nil the records 
and correspondence, and that he had seen several hundred peti
tions wherein Doctor White had recommended to the court 
that Fenning be appointed guardian or committee. And re
member that 1\Irs. Ellen H. Finotti, who was record and file 
clerk there, swore on April 3, 1926, that Doctor White notified 
her to allow Fenning free access to 'UCh records, and that no 
other attorney in Wasnington had that privilege. 

SWORS TESTIMO:SY OF WlLLIA&.I H, HAYDE:-1 

Mr. BLANTON. You are how old? 
Mr. HAYDI!l~. Sixty-four and a fraction. 
1\Ir. BLA:STO:s. You have worked at St. Eliznbt-ths Hospital how 

long? 
Mr. HAYDEN. About 31 years, nearly 32 years. 
Mr. BLA::ITON. Continuously? 
Mr. HAYDJ:X. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA:STO:S. Where are you working now? 
Mr. IIA.YDE:-<. At the same place. 
Mr. BLANTO~. You are still working there? 
Mr. HAYDII:-<. In the same office. 
l\Ir. BLANTO:S. In the same office, and have been for 32 years con-

tinuously? 
Mr. llAYDE:S. Practically; yes, sir. 
1\Ir. BL.Ar---ro:-.. The same office that Mt·. Fi.notti occupied? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you ever seen Frederick A. Fenning looking 

through the records in that office ? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes, sir; quite often. 
Mr. BLA:STO!'i". Have you evt>t' seen anyone else looking tbrougll the 

records for him? 
1\fr. HAYDE~i. No one that I know of. 
Mr. BLA.NTO~. Have you ever seen any attorney other than Mr. 

Fenning, who had free access to those records? 
Mr. HAYD!il..~. I could not distinguish whether he was an atto rney 

or not, but I have uever seen any one but Mr. Fenning, 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fenning was the only one that had free access, 

that you know of? 
Mr. HAYDE~. Yes, sir. 
:\Ir. BLANTON. For 32 years? 
~Ir. HAYDEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA~TON. Diu you ever see Mr. Fenning delivering any checks 

to Mr. Finotti? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Ye , sir; quite frequently. I didD.'t know what they 

were for. I ha-re quite frequently seen him lay checks on the desk. 
Mr. DYER. Did you understand the question? 
Mr. !IAYD~N. I saw the checks laid on Mr. Finotti's desk. 
Mr. BLANTON. If you ever heard Mr. Finotti make any statement 

n t the time checks were delivered to him, tell what such statement was. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I heard hlm say, jokingly, "You are just in the nick 

of time. I have overdrawn my bank account." I don't know what 
that meant. 

Mr. BLANTON. lias anyone ever attempted to break open your file 
case when you were not there? Do you know of anyone? 

Mr. HoGAN. What has that got to do with Mr. Fenning? I object to 
that. 

Mr. DYER. We will allow the witness to answer. 
Mr. BLANTON. Answer, Mr. Hayden. 
Mr. HAl.LlE~. I say the files were broken open. 
NXCERPTS OF DOCTOR WRITE'S TESTIMONY BEFORE GIBSON COMMITl.'E.ID 

Mr. BLANTO)I'. Have you any interest in the Laurel Sanitarium? 
Doctor WHITE. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. There is a doctor in charge of the Laurel Sanitarium 

who used to be in St. Elizabeths under you? 
Doctor WRITE. Doctor De Weese. 
Mr. BLANTON. When did he leave you, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. Oh, I should say it must be 20 years ago. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know who set h.lm up in business out there? 
Doctor WHITE. No; I think I did know at the time, because my 

recollection is it was some relative of his. 
Mr. BLA!'iTON. Do you know that Frederick A. Fenning is interested 

in that business-is he? 
Doctor WHITE. He is attorney for the sanitarium. 
Mr. BLANTO!"'. I mean more than .an attorney. 
Doctor WHITE. I do not think so ; I think he may have one share 

of stock, such as he has to have. 
Mr. BLA~'l'OS. He has told you about that? Having to have one 

share of stock in it 'l 
Doctor WHITE. I think he has. 
M.r. BLA"YTON. Doctor, you have had a good many financial trans· 

actions with Frederick Fenning, have you not? 
Doctor WHITE. Just these I have indicated. 
:Mr. BLANTON. Well, how many? 
Doctor WHITE. I have not any idea. 
Mr. BLANTON. You bought a number of pieces of property together, 

did you not? 
Doctor WRITE. Together. 
Mr. BLANTO!"'. In this way you have bought notes, and you have 

had to take some property once or twice? 
Doctor WHITE. I think only once. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many times, would you say? 
Doctor WHITE. Once is the best of my recollection. 
Mr. BL.Ali."TON. Which piece of property was that? 
Doctor WHITE. I could not tell you. 
Mr. BLANTO!"'. What did you do with it? 
Doctor WHifl. Sold it. 
Mr. BLANTON. You first ran a joint account in the Washington Loan 

& Trust Co., did you not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
:Mr. BLANTON. You and Fenning? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON . .A.nd"Fenning was a director of that institution at that 

time, was he not? 
Doctor WHITE. Well, he at one time was director of the Washington 

Loan & Trust Co. ; whether he was when we started that or not, I can 
not tell you. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you not know that just as soon 8J!l he ceased to be 
a director you switched your account over to the National Savings & 
Trust Co.? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes ; that iS true. 
Mr. BLANTON. And Fenning was director of the Nati{)nal Savings & 

'.frust Co., and is now, is he not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And the reason you switched is that he ceased to be a 

director of the Washington Loan & Trust Co. and became a director 
of the National Savings & Trust Co.? 

Doctor WHI'l'E. He preferred to have the account there; it didn't 
make any difference to me. 

Mr. BL.AKTON. And the reason you switched the account was that he 
was a director in the one institution? 

Doctor WRITE. I. take it be preferred to have the account there; it 
didn't make a particle of di.Jference to me. 

Mr. BLA..i.~ON. You didn't care? 
Doctor WHErE. No; I didn't care.· It didn't make any ditrerence 

to me. 
Mr. BLANTON. Doctor, when- you came to Washington to take charge 

of this sanitarium you were a young man, unmarried? 
Doctor WHITE. Ye, sir. 
Mr-. BLANTON. You were a poor man? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BL.ANTOX. Doctor, I want you to tell me the name of one ward 

that you have e-ver asked Mr. Fenning to be gu.a.r<Uan for wbo did not 
have property and income. 

Doctor WHITE. I can not do it, sir. 
Mr. BL.AJ..,-oN. You can not do that, can you, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. No; I can not. 
Mr. GIBSON. You have in answer to a question said that your in· 

mat~s are partly Federal? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GIBSON. And by "Federal patients," to what class do you refer? 
Doctor WHITE. I refer in the main to the patients that come from 

the Military Establishment-from the Army, the Navy, and the Marine 
Corps. 

Mr. GIBSON. Are any of the veterans of the World War? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, indeed; and from the Soldiers' Home-yes, 

indeed. 
Mr. GIBso:s. These soldiers of the World War, how are they com· 

mitted to St. Elizabeths? 
Doctor WRITE. They come-there is an act authorizing the Director 

of the Veterans' Bureau to send patients. 
Mr. GIBSON. They are sent there by the Director of the Veterans' 

Bureau? 
Doctor WHITE. -Yes, indeed. 
Mr. GIBSON. And received at the institution? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, indeed. 
Mr. GIBSON. And after they are received there at the institution, 

how are they committed? 
Doctor WHITE. They are conmrltted by the director, practically. 
Mr. GIBSON. Have you any of the commitment forms that are used? 
Doctor WHITE. No, sir. Ordinarily all the patients that come from 

Federal sources come on an order; for instance, these that come from 
the War Department come on an order from the Secretary of War, these 
that come from the Navy Department come on an order by the Secre
tary of the Navy, etc. 

Mr. GIBSON. All those are men in the active service? 
Doctor WHITE. Those that come from the Soldiers' Home come on 

order from the governor of the Soliliers' Home. 
Mr. GIBSON. How many veterans have you at St. Elizabetbs? 
Doctor WHITE. World War V('tera n.-! 
Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 
Doctor WHITE. We have appr 
Mr. GIBSON. Are those from 1w. .. . o:· scattered all over? 
Doctor WHITE. All over. 
Mr. GILBERT. You testified, I believe, that quite a number-{)ver 

2,000-are sent there by dtiferent departments under law without any 
adjudication whatever? 

Doctor WHITE. Without adjudication. 
Mr. GILBERT. For instance, at the old Soldiers' IIome, it the authod

ties there think a man is insane or otherwise, in ox·der to get rid of him 
they have the authority to say that he is insane and direct him to be 
received at your hospital? 

Doctor WHITE. They have; and we have nothing to do but receive 
him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Can you tell us, Doctor, if you have the record, or if 
you do not have it can you supply it, the number of cases where you 
have recommended Mr. Fenning as guardian? 

Doctor WHITE. No; I can not tell you that, sir; I can not tell you 
that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do you now have recollection of recommending any other 
person to be guardian, other than Mr. Fenning? 

Doctor WIDTE. I have no distinct recollection. 
Mr. Gmso~. But, going over that period of 20 years or more that 

you have been at St. Elizabetbs, do you now remember of having ever 
asked for the appointment of any person other than FenDing us 
guardian? 

Doctor WHITE. I have no specific recollection on that subject. 
Mr. GrnsoN. Yes; but during the time he was recommen()ed by you 

as guardian he was your partner in business? 
Doctor WHITE. Oh, yes. 
Mr. GlRSO'N. May I ask yo.u, Doctor, how the number of ca es that 

Mr. Fenning has acted as guardian in since 1919 compares with the 
number of cases in which he acted prior to 1919? 

Doctor WHITE. I do not know, except that I can say the number or 
cases that he has acted for at the request of the hospital have been 
growing less. 
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Mr. GIBSON. That Is, prior to 1919 you made request for his appoint

ment more frequently? 
Doctor WHITI!l. Yes ; I think so ; that is my best recollection. 
Mr. GmsoN. So that the cases prior to 1919 would run Into the 

hundreds? . 
Doctor WHITE. Mr. BLAXTON mentioned a figure of something like 

300. 
Mr. BLANTON. But that does not cover them all. 
Doctor WHITE. That is as much information as I have about it. 
Mr. GIBSON. And in all those cases did you personally make applica

tion for his appointment? 
Doctor WHITE. That was the statement ot Mr. BLANTO!'f. 

EXCERPTS FROM FREDERICK FE~NING'S SWORN TESTUIONY BEFORE GlBSON 
COMMITTEE 

Mr. BLANTON. Frank Finottl, who was 42 years an honored employee 
there, says that he has seen several hundred petitions that Doctor 
White has named you comm.ittee in. Is that so or not'/ 

Ur. FE'NNING. The record of the court will show the number of peti-
tions filed. 

l\Ir. BLA~TON. Will you say that that iS not so? 
Mr. FE~NING. What is not so? 
Mr. BLANTON, That Finotti has seen several hundred petitions that 

you--
Mr. FENNING. I don't know exactly how many petitions Doctor White 

bas executed. 
Mr. BLANTOX. Do you say that Frank Finotti's statement is incorreet 

or not? 
Mr. FJJNXING. I don't know, unless he has looked it up. 
Mr. BLANTON. It he stated falsely, he could be indicted under the 

law as it is here for false swearing, couldn't he? 
Mr. FE!IlNING. Wasn't there something said here this afternoon about 

Doctor White having executed 200 petitions? Didn't that come out 
somewhere? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Frank Finotti swore-
Air. FENNING. I am talking about Doctor White. 
Mr. BLANTON. I am talking about Frank Finotti. He swore 

saw several hundred o! them. What do you say about that? 
true or not? 

Mr. FJDNNING. I have no way of telling. 
Mr. BLANTON. You won't deny ft? 
Mr. FENNING. I haven't any way of denyin~ or confirming it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then you won't deny it? 
Mr. FE~NING. I will neither deny it nor affirm it. 
Mr. BLANTON. We have got that far, anyway. 
l\Ir. FE~NING. And you got that straight, too. 

that he 
Is that 

Mr. BLAJ.'l"TON. You were a director of the Washington Loan & Trust 
Co. up until February 8, 1922, weren't you? 

Mr. FENNING. Well--
1\Ir. BLANTON. That is the institution that :Yr . .John B. Larner is 

connected w.i.th? 
1\Ir. FENNING. Yes; that is r.ight. 
Mr. BLANTON. Up to that time when you ceased to be a director, you 

and Doctor White carried a joint account there, didn't you, and operated 
in real-estate notes and mortgages? 

Mr. FENNING. I carried a numoer of accounts there. 
Mr. BLANTON. But you carried an account with Doctor White there? 
Mr. FENNING. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Where you and Doctor White operated fn real-estate 

notes and mortgages? 
Mr. FENNING. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. As soon as you Ceased to be director tltere you becal1le 

director of the National Savings & Trust Co.? 
1\Ir. FENNING. Appro»imately the same time. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; and you and Doctor White immediately transferred 

your account to that bank, didn't you? 
Mr. FENNING. We opened an account in the National Savings & 

Trust Co. 
Mr. BuNTON. You took your account out of the other bank and 

transferred it to this one, didn't you? 
Mr. FENNING. No. My impression is that we left the notes that were 

in there. We lett some of the notes that we had in the Washington 
Loan & Trust Co. 

~Ir, BLA?II~ON. Doctor White testified that he did it at your sugges
tion ; he didn't care. He said you asked it to be done. 

Mr. FENNING. I think there was a small amount of notes left in the 
Washington Loan & Trust Co., and I think we have a small balance 
there. I know we opened an account with the National Savings & 
Trust Co. at my suggestion; certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Commissioner, don't you know as a business man 
and as a director .of a big trust company that by your putting over 
$733,000 in one trust company it helped that business? 

Mr. FENNING. I suppose it would, but--
Air. BLANTON. Why, don't yoo know that It would help a business1 

CHARGE NO. 9 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, by inaugurating the 
wrongful and unlawful practice of paying $10 in each case to some 
doctor in St. Elizabeths Hospital for testifying in a lunacy case, has 
incited the said Doctor White to wrongfully and unlawfully sell his 
testimony to criminals, as he did when he testified for Clarence Dar
row in the Leopold and Loeb case in Chicago, and received therefor 
$250 per day for 14 days. 

EXCERPTS FBOM DOCTOB WHITE'S TESTIMONY BEFORE: GIBSO)f COMMITTEE 

Mr. BLANTON. You get your living, do you not, because you are 
supposed to give all your time to the Government 'i 

Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
. Mr. BLA.NTO~. You get your heat, light, laundry, and medical atten

tion all free ? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you get your automobile, your carriages, and 

horses tree? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLASTON. I wrote you a letter, Doctor, some time ago, and 1 

asked you to please advise me whether or not you had received fee~ 
in cases other than the Leopold and Loeb, did I not? 

Doctor WHITE. Some such letter ; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANToN. What excuse did yon have for not telling me how 

many cases you testified in tor fees? 
Doctor WHITE. I told you I did not keep a record of those cases. 
Mr. BLL~TON. How many cases that you can recall have you testi

fied in where you received fees? 
Doctor WHITE. I can not tell you that; I told you I could not in 

that letter. I have not any way of telling. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Which one did you testify in since then? 
Doctor WHITE. I testified in a case in Baltimore since then. 
Mr. BLANTON. What case was that? 
Doctor WHITE. Well, I do not know that I can give the title of it; 

it was a murder case. 
M'r. BLANTO~. A murder case? 
Doctor ·wHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. When was that, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. It was last summer some time. 
Mr. BLANTON. Last summer some time. How much did you receive 

in that case? 
Doctor WHITE. "'ell, here is some more personal matter. 
Mr. BLANTON. No; that is a public matter. You are a public 

officer, with all your time due the United States Government; and 
that is the reason I have a right to ask you this. 

Doctor WHITE. I question very much whether you have a right 
to ask me such things. That has nothing to do with the subject 
before the committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. Ob, yes; it has a lot to do with it. 
Mr. BOWl\:IJ.~. Why not let the matter go over? 
Mr. BLANTON. If you are going to have a hearing, let us not have 

any monkey business. How much, Doctor, did you receive in that 
case? 

Doctor ·wHITE. I charged the same rates as in other cases. 
Mr. BLAXTOX. $250 a day, did you not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. Bw....~·.rox. How much did you get there, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. I don't remember. 
Mr. BLJ.XTON. Doctor, you have testified in New York City, haven't 

you? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir; a good many years ago. 
Mr. BWNTOX. For money? 
Doctor \\'HITE. Yes. 
Mr. Bw~TON. And big money? 
Doctor WHITE. I don't know what you call "big money." 
Mr. BLJ.NTON. I call $50 a day and $100 a day, or $200 and $250 a 

day big money for anybody. . 
Doctor WHITE. Well, it is for a doctor; it is not for a lawyer. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is big money for a doctor and lawyer, too. You 

have testified for big fees like that, haven't you, in New York City? 
Doctor· WHITE. I have testified in New York; I don't remember 

the fees. 
Mr. BLANTON, And you have testified in Philadelphia, hav-e you, 

Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. I do not think I ever have. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Will you say that you have not? 
Doctor WHITE. I have no recollection of ever testifying ln Phila-

delphia. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have testified in Virginia, have you, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTO~ (referring to volume of printed hearings.) Mr. Smyser, 

on page 871, asked you this question : "Are you called to Philadel
phia, Baltimore, and New York as a witness at different times?" 
And then in 1906 you testified : "Yes. once in awhile," That was 
true, was it not? 
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Doctor WmTlll. I think it was. I do not recall ever having testi

fied In Philadelphia ; that is all ; I don't know whether I have or 
not; I have no recollection of It. 

Mr. BLANTON. Doctor, we were talking about the fees you had re
ceived for testifying in criminal cases and you could not remember the 
names of the cases. I wanted to help you. Over here in Virginia you 
testified in the case of Col. W. C. Shelley, did you not? 

Doctor WHITE. I do not recall the name-Shelley ·; that is Colonel 
Shelley. 

Mr. BLANTO~. He paid you $500 for it; don't you remember it? 
Doctor WHITJ:. I do not. 
Mr. BLANTO~. I will get you so you will remember it, Doctor. 
Doctor WHITE. All right ; go ahead. 
Mr. BLANTON .. Colonel Shelley was trying to have his wife adjudged 

insane--Col. W. C. Shelley, over at Arlington. Mr. Norton was biB 
attorney. Do you remember that? · 

Doctor WHITE. When was this? 
Mr. BLANTO~. And a man named Thornton was Mr. Shelley's attor-

ney, and Norton afterwards became a judge. Don't you remember this? 
Doctor WHITE. When was this? 
Mr. BLANTON. A few years ago. 
Doctor WHITE. When? 
Mr. ~LANTO~. I am testing you. 
Doctor WHITE. And I don't remember. 
M:r. BLAN1.'0N. You don't remember? 
Doctor WHITE. No; I do not. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will try to refresh your memory a little later. 

You testified in that case, as the records show, that Mrs. Shelley was 
insane? 

Doctor WHITE. Oh, Shelley, Shelley, Shelley. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; Shelley-S-h-e-l-l-e-y-Shelley. 
Doctor WHITE. Yes ; I think so. 
Mr. BLANTON. You think you do? You testified she was insane, and 

the jury found she was sane ; and the court turned her loose by judg
ment of the court, and you got $500 in that case? 

Doctor WHITE. Well, I don't remember. 
Mr. BLANTON. When I pinned you down last night you did remember 

the case in Baltimore, and you testified to having received $500 fee. 
Doctor WHITE. You don't have to pin me down. 
Mr. BLANTON. If I bad not pinned you down, I would never have 

known that. 
Doctor WmTE. I am not running around telling you all my affairs. 
I would like to say, incidentally, about the Loeb and Leopold case 

that I offered my testimony in that case for nothing. 
Mr. BLANTON. You offered your testimony, as a Government official, 

for nothing, to save the necks of two educated thugs and murderers, 
did you not, Doctor? 

Doctor WHITE: No, sir. 
Mr. BLAKTON. Well, that is what they were--educated thugs and 

murderers, whooe necks had the noose almost around them, until you 
helped to remove it ; and yet you off~ed your testimony free, did you 
not, Doctor? 

Doctor WHITE. I offered my testimony tree, not as an officer of the 
Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. But you did otfer it free, did you not, Doctor, and 
you were paid $250 a day for 14 days, were you not, Doctor? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You accepted the money, too, did you not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 

JUDGE CRANDALL MACKEY GAVE US THE FACTS 

Mr. BLANTON. Judge Mackey, do you know anything about the case 
that was tried in Virginia where a man named Col. George El. 
Shelley--

Mr. MACKEY. William C. Shelley. 
Mr. BLANTON. William C. Shelley was attempting to have his wife 

declared insane? 
Mr. MAcKE:r. I do; yes, str. 
Mr. BLA.....,TON. And In which Doctor White testiiied? 
Mr. MACKEY. Doctor White gave an opinion and subsequently 

testified. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; which was as to whether she was sane or insane. 
Mr. MAcKEY. That she was of unsound mind; that she was para

noiac. 
Mr. BLANTON. And what was it the court and jury tound? 
Mr. MACKEY. The court found that she was of sound mind and not 

paranoiac. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you happen to remember who Mrs. Shelley's attor-

ney was? · 
Mr. MACKEL Her attorney was Judge J. B. T. Thornton. of Manassas. 

.At that time he was attorney for the Commonwealtb, of Prince Wlllla.m 
County. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you remember who the attorne1 tor William C. 
Shelley was--was it Norton 'l 

Mr. MACKEY. Judge Norton, of Alexandria. 

Au. BLA..."'<TO!f. That was the ease in which Doctor White receivt>d 
$500? 

Mr. MACKEY. Shellt>y read me Doctor White's opinion and said be 
bad paid Doctor 'White $.500 for the opinion. 

M:r. Br....u."TO~. You also had some connection with that case later? 
Mr. MACKEY. The opinion was read to me that Mrs. Shelley was 

in ane--quite a lengthy opinion-and I was requested to go with 
Luther Walter, a prominent attorney, and talk with Mrs. Shelley 
and give my opinion, and Mr. Walter was to give his opinion as to 
whether she was insane. We went there and talked to her at great 
length, after being prepared by having this opinion read to her
of Doctor White read to us-that he was insane and paranoiac. 

We came back and reported that she was of sound mind and was 
not insane. 

Mr. BLANTON. You differed with Doctor White's opinion? 
Mr. MACKEY. Yes. 
M:r. BLANTON. State whether or not this Judge Thornton went on 

the bench afterwards. 
Mr. MAcKEY. Judge Thornton became judge of the sixteenth judicial 

circuit, which was my circuit there; and several years thereafter he 
was trying a will case in Alexandria and Doctor White said that the 
testator was Insane. 

Mr. Bu....~TON. I wish you would ten what happened between Judge 
Thornton and Doctor White while he was on the witnes stand. 

Mr. MACKEY. Judge Thornton said, "Are you not the Doctor White 
who has testiiied Mrs. Shelley was insane?" And he said, " I am." Judge 
Thornton said, "Wa.s she in ane?" And Doctor White said, "No; I 
was mistaken in that case." Then Judge Thornton said, "How do I 
know, Doctor White, that you are not mistaken in this case!" .And 
then he said, "Doctor White, I would not give any credence to what 
you say in this case." 

Doctor WHITE. Let me ask the judge--
Mr. GIBSON. You can ask him any question you deJ ire. 
Doctor WHITE. With your permission, if you. please. Mr. BLANTON 

stated that I testified · in the Shelley case. I did not testify in the 
Shelley case. Did you not just say that I presented a written opinion? 

Mr. 1t1ACK1.1Y. You gave a written opinion to Colonel Shelley, I 
thought, and you also testified. 

Doctor WHITE. I did not take the stand in the case. My recollection 
is I did not; I won't sny I did not. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you recall giving the opinion now, Doctor? 
Doctor WHITE, No; I do-not. But I recollect something about the 

Shelley case. 
Mr. BLANTON. You do recollect the case now all of a sudden, don't 

you, Doctor ? 
Doctor, I have Texas boys from my district, whom I voted to put in 

the Worlu War myself, and they went to France, and you now have 
them in your hospital, haven't you? 

Doctor WHITE. I think so. 
Mr. BLAl'I"TO!f. And as a Member of Congress I have an interest in 

th~m. 

Doctor WHITE. I hope you have. 
Mr. BLAYTON. Because I helped to >ote every dollar you spend out 

there. 
Doctor WHITE. I presume so. 
Mr. BLANTON. On Saturday, April 3, I talked with you over the phone 

and begged you to let me come to your conference, did I not? 
Doctor WHITE. You asked me to come to the conference. 
Mr. BLA:-i'TON. And then I urged you to let me come to your confer-

ence, did I not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yea. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you refused me, did you not? 
Doctor WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. BL..L...,TON. The acting minority member of" this committee that 

bas charge of District business, and when I bad my own constituents 
in. there, you refused, did you not? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Br..u."TTN. The conferences are the times and the places when 

inmates have the right to come before your board there and show 
that they are entitled to discharge, are they not? 

Doctor WHITE. Those are not the only questions that come up. 
M.r. BLA.."iTTN. I know; but they do occur at conferences, do they 

not, Doctor? 
Doctor WHl'TE. Questions of discharge? 
Mr. BL.L~TON. Yes; questions of discharge and questions of sanity 

and questions of imp:rope:r incarceration are decided in conference, are 
they not? 

Doctor WHITil. I do not know anything about any questions of 
improper incarceration. 

Mr. BLANTON. If a person is sane :md be fs held there, it is im
proper careeration, u it not? 

Doctor WHITE. Probably. 
Mr. BLA.NTON. Then it does involve questions of improper incarcera

tion, does it not? 
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Doctor WmTE. WE'll, I do not think those questions ever arise; 

I never remember any such questions. 
Mr. BLANTON. They arc going to arise frequently in the future, 

Doctor; I promise you that. 
CHARGE NO. 15 

I charge that the said Frederick A. {!'enning in making loans 
of his wards' money, as the law .requires him to do, he has received 
discounts, or commissions, or brokerage fees, additional to the interest 
can-ied in the notes or obligations, and that when making for said 
Fenning a loan of $15,000, said National Savings & Trust Co. received 
a commission, which benefited said 1i'enning either directly or indirectly. 

FROM TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM L. BROWNING 
Mr. BLA.NTON. But you made a loan__:to get right down to the facts, 

you did make a loan from the National Savings & Trust Co. about 
three years ago for $12,500, wherein you agreed to pay 6 per cent 
interest? 

Mr. BROWNING. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fenning became the holder of the notes and 

notified you about the taxes later? 
Mr. Bnow~rxG. I assume that. 
Mr. DYER. But what did the letter state? 
Mr. BROWNING. That the taxes on such a piece of propel'ty baa not 

been paid, and to kindly pay them. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much commission did you pay the National Sav

ings & Trust Co. en tb1s loan in addition to the 6 per cent interest? 
Mr. BROWNI~G. I agreed with Mr. Hoover, the president of the 

National Savings & Trust Co., to pay the c~mpany one--half ot 1 per 
cent on the amount loaned. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you did pay this 0~-half of 1 per cent? 
Mr. BROWNII-IG. It was deducted .from the proceed. of the Joan by the 

title company. 
Mr. BLANTON. That one-half of 1 per cent on the $12,500 loan was 

deducted at the time you made it, before you received the mon-ey, was 
it not? 

Mr. BROWNING. Yes, slr. 
CHARGE NO. 16 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has deceived the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia by having dilferent justices thereof 
to a1low him to deduct from the annual Income of his wards the annual 
premium paid to the bonding company for his fiduciary bond, and not 
disclosing to such court that be is the solicitor for such bonding com
pany, and as such receives from said bonding company a commission 
of from 15 to 20 per cent on such annual premiums, and I charge that 
said Frederick A. FenDing now holds a solicitor's license issued by 
the department of insurance for the District of Columbia in the fol
lowing companies, to wit, the Massachusetts Bonding & Insurance Co., 
of Boston, Mass. ; the United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co., of Balti
more, Md .. ; and the Great American Insurance Co., ol New York, which 
expire May 1, 1926, and are renewed annually, and as such solicitor 
he is authorized to receive commissions, rebates, and compensation on 
business he causes to be given to such companies. And I charge that 
be is guilty of moral turpitude in being solicitor for said companies, 
as such interest conflicts with his duties as Commissioner of the Dis
trict of Columbia, and bas influenced his action in adversely passing 
on an important in urance bill of about 100 pages which his said com
panies have been opposing in many respects. 

FROM EENNING'S TESTIMONY BEFORE GIBSON COMMITTEE 
Mr . .l!'FJNNING. For many years the United States Fidelty & Guaranty 

Co. of Baltimore bad been surety on my bonds. 
The said company, I understand, took out a lict>nse for me as 

solicitor, so that it might pay for the services thus rendered by an 
employee of my office the usual commission of 25 per cent on the 
amount of premiums. 

With respect to other insurance which my office has placed for many 
years for clients of my office, the Great American Insurance Co. of 
New York, the Massachusetts Bonding & Insurance Co. of Boston, and 
the National Union Fire Insurance of Washington, D. C., have for 
many years taken out license for me as solicitor and paid to me for 
insurance so placed the usual commission. 

Mr. GILBERT. At $20 a hundred, and that would be $2,000 bonding 
fee. 

Mr. FENNING. It would be more than $2,000, would it not? What 
do you mean, the premiums? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 
Mr. FENNING. It would be more than $2,000, the premiums. 
Mr. GILBERT. What would it be? 
Mr. FE"S":NI ·G. You said a hundred cases. 
Mr. GILBERT. I am figuring on the whole hundred. 
Mr. FE:NNI.NG. Well, $2,000 ; that is right. 
Mr. GILBERT. And one-fourth of that would . be $500? 
Mr. F'ENNING. Yes. 
Mr. GILBERT. Then you received $500 in profits out of this that no 

settlement of yours shows? 

LXVIII--238 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Commissioner, when you beeam-e commissioner 
Judge McCoy swore you in, and you took the oath prescribed by law 
to become commissioBer of the District, and you gave a ~50,000 bond 
to the United States Government that you would well and faithlully 
perform the duties on June 5, 1925. Who wrote that $50,000 bond 
for you? 

Mr. FE:SNING. The United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. That is your company? 
Mr. FENNI::sG. That is the company with which I have had cun

nection ; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA.-.,TON. What is the premium on a $50,000 bond? 
Mr. F'ENNING. I think on such a bond it is $50, or maybe $100 ; I 

am uncertain. 
Mr. BLANTO:N. Is it not $100? 
Mr. F'ENNING. I do not know. 
Mr. BLANTON. A solicitor for four companies and do not know the 

rates? 
Mr. FENNlNG. No. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Is not that the first $.50.000 bOnd you ever gave? 
Mr. FENNING. Maybe. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is it not the first $50,000 bond you ever wrote in 

your companies? 
Mr. FENNING. Maybe. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you say you do not remember what the pre

mitllD is? 
Mr. FENNING. I do not. 

J'ILEDEBICK FI!NNING'S TESTIMONY BEFORE AUDITOR HERBERT L. DAyiS, 

SUPREME COURT, MAY 8, 1926 

AUDITOR. So you received part of the premium? 
Mr. FENNING. Yes, sir; for services rendered by my office to the 

bonding company. 
AUDITOR . .And the proportion you received was 25 per cent of the 

gross premium charged? 
Mr. FENNTNG. I am quite clear that is the amount all the way 

through. 

On 1\Iay 13, 1926, Hon. Herbert L. Davis, auditor of the Su~ 
preme Court of the District of Columbia, rendered his decision 
certifying that in all of his fiduciary cas•s Frederick Fenning 
had concealed from him the fact that he was receiving 25 per 
cent commission on bond premiums: 

Thus it appears that after · having been appointed by this court as 
committee in a number of cases, in which cases, as committee,. Mr. 
Fenning would be bonded to secure the faithful and efficient per
formance of his duties and trust to his wards, be (Fenning) was ap
pointed an agent and took out a solicitor's license for the purpose of 
writing such bonds. It is strongly persuasive to your auditor that "he 
(Fenning) placed himself in a position in which his personal interests 
were, or might be, antagonistic to those of his trust." (See J~ckSon, 
Receiver, v. Smith, 254 U. S. 586, and Michoud v. Girod, 4 How. 503.) 

With respect to commissions on bond premiums received and retained 
by Mr. FenDing, in cases wherein be is, or was, the principal, it is 
not unfair to him to say that such transactions were not disclosed to 
the auditor, prior to May 8, 1926, as shown by the aceompanying tran
script of testimony. At this point the auditor finds that the case of 
Magruder v. Drury, supra, applies with equal force and effect to the 
retention by Mr. Fenning of the commissions paid to him by the bond
ing company or companies, in any and all cases wherein he (Fenning) 
appeared, or appears, as a fiduciary appointed by this court, or serving 
under its supervision. No matter by what name it may be called, a 
gratuity, double commission, or bonus, recel'Ved and retained by a 
fiduciary, in addition to compensation or commissions allowed him by 
the court, or approved by it, ts wholly repugnant to tile letter and 
spirit of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
reflected in actions by the courts of jurisdiction too numerous to 
mention or discuss. 

It is settled law that a fiduciary must act in the most scrupulous 
good faith for the benefit of the beneficiaries, uninfluenced by other 
considerations. (Pyle v. Pyle, 137 App. Div. 568 ; Ca1·rier v. Carrier, 
226 N. Y. 114.) A fiduciary can not take any steps which will or 
may result in his own enrichment, or the advancement .of his own 
interest. The object of the rule is to prevent secret frauds by re
moving all inducements to attempt them. (See Fulton v. Whitney, 66 
N. Y. 549; Munson v. R. R. Co., 103 N. Y. 58.) 

In said case cited of Magruuer v. Drury, the court held : 
It is a well-f!ettled rule that a trustee can make no profit out of his 

trust. The rule in such cases springs from his duty to protect the 
interests of the estate, and not to permit his personal interest to con
flict in any wise with his duty in' that respect. The intention is to 
provide against any possible selfish interest exercising an influence 
which can interfere with the faithful discharge of the duty which is 
owing in a fiduciary capacity. • • 

It mn.kes no difference tllat the estate was not a loser in the transac
tion or that the commission was no more than the services were rea-



. I 

377.0 CONGRESS! ON .A.L RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 14 . 
sonably worth. It is the relation of the trustee to the estate which 
prevents his dealing In such way as to make a personal profit for 
himself. 

And because said supreme court auditor thus forced Frederick 
Fenning to make restitution to his wards by returning to them 
the funds he had wrongfully taken out of their estates, he filed 
a request asking the court to sumbit all of his cases to special 
masters, f1·om which I quote : 

LAW OFFICES OF FREDERICK A. FENNI~G, 
RUST BUILDING, 1001 FIFTEENTH STREET NW., 

Washington, D. 0., Attgust 14, 19f6. 
T'he Ohief Justice and the A88'ociate Justices, Bu-prem.e Oourl of the 

DiJltrict of Oolumbina. 
GENTLEMEN : I respectfully and earnestly protest against the refer

ence to the present auditor of the court of any cases in which I am 
· fiduciary or counsel. 

This letter is sent in order that the members of the court may know 
that my own opinion ot the auditor and my O"\Yn relations with him 
are such as to prompt m"e to believe that in fairness to myself I should 
respectfully urge · that cases in which I am fiduciary or counsel be 
referred to a special auditor or special master. I hope that the court 
will take such action. 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. FEN!\TJNG. 

And Chief Justice McCoy has certified to me that, based on 
such request, the court referred 114 of Frederick FenDing's 
cases to special auditors to pass on his accounts, make allow
ances to him, and · recommend commissions · to be allowed, 
namely: 
Cases referred to-

John E. LaskE;Y. sp.ec.ial auditor:------:-----------·------:-----George FranCIS Williams, spec1al auditor _______ ..; _________ _ 
George C. Gertman, special auditor _______________________ _ 
Bynum E. Hinton, special auditor __________ .:. ______________ · 
Louis Otten berg, special a udltor --------------------------
Enoch A. Chase, special auditor---------------------------Louis H. Denit, special auditor _______________________ .:_ ___ _ 
Julian W. Whiting, special auditor _____ -____________ :_ _____ _ 
Lucian H. Vandoreni Jlpecial auditor------------------------Dale D. Drain, spec II auditor ____________________________ _ 

NO VALUE TO FENNING 

4 
32 
23 
- 6 

7 " 
.7 
17 
10 

6 
2 

Putting the court to all that trouble, and his wards to all that 
extra expense, did not avail Fenning anything, because we 
passed the law prohibiting him from receiving more than 5 
per cent. 

AUDITOR HERBERT L. DAVIS'S POSITION 

WaSHINGTON, D. C., A ·uuust e1, 1927. 

To the ho1Wt·able Ohief Ju.stice and Associate· JWJtices, Supreme Co11rt 
of the District of Columbia: 

Throdgh the kindly consideration of this court, its auditor was per
mitted to make the attached copy of a communication addressed to the 
court under date of August 14, 1926, by Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., no 
copy of his charges having been furnished by him to the auditor. 

While Mr. Fenning has unfairly attacked me, there is absolutely no 
personal feeling on my part respecting the matters and things set forth 
by him. The report in re Roly Lee, lunatic, lunacy, No. 8780, filed 
June 29, 1926, might very properly be cited as the guiding precedent 
wherein all of the commissions or profits received and retained by Mr. 
Fenning incident to all of the bond premiums paid in the last-men
tioned cause were surcharged against the committee and credited to the 
estate of the ward therein. 

It should be known that when my views were solicited by counsel 
for Mr. Fenning it was made clear that Mr. Fenning should volun
tal'ily account for all of the commissions or profits, as was finally done 
in the Roly Lee case, but in lieu thereof your auditor was importuned 
in his office, at his home, and elsewhere, to set forth in his report in 
the Adler case that Mr. Fenning's bonding transactions were done in 
good faith. To have complied with these nmnerous and insistent 
requests would have meant a flagrant violation of the auditor's oath 
of office, the stultifying of himself, and the ending of his usefulness to 
the comt and to all honest-minded men, particularly in view of what 
hereinafter follows. 

The science or art of exact reasoning as applied by the auditor may 
be faulty, but, as time goes on, he may not be able to escape the 
conclusion that, whlle Mr. Fenning made known to the auditor the 
bonus transaction in the Hoff case, and met with rejection by the 
court, l\Ir. Fenning concluded that he would not voluntarily disclose to 
the auditor the profits derived from bonding transactions in trust 
estates, in view of said rejection of bonus. 

16. Very severe criticism is beating upon this whole question of fees 
and allowances .from estates of World War veterans. These are serious 
criticisms which must be met fairly and squarely, and in the ultimate 
analysis Mr. Fenning is finding fault because your auditor will recom
mend, when directed so to do by the court. only what your auditor 
consider~ to be reasonable and proper allowances, In view of all con-

comitant facts and circumstances, and he does not propose to call 
down upon his head the pillars ot the temple of justice due to Mr. 
Fenning's avariciousness, which is a state of mind, not a crime Inter
dicted by sections 841 of the District of Columbia Code, or any other 
provision thereof, otherwise appropriate citations would have been made 
by your auditor in the numerous cases reported upon. 

While Mr. Fenning has misrepresented matters and things to the 
court with respect to the auditor, he feels constrained to say that: 

" True conscious honor is to feel no Bin ; 
He's armed without that's innocent within." 

The auditor will continue to impartially weigh and check every 
statement presented by Mr. Fenning, with strict fidelity on the part 
of the auditor toward the court. 

Should the court, in its wisdom and discretion, conclude to refer i\fr. 
Fennfng's cases to a special auditor, or a special master, assuredly the 
auditor would interpose no objection thereto. 

The present auditor may be depended upon not to be recreant to a 
solemn trust, or knowingly butt his head against a stone wall, having 
in mind the definitely expressed attitude of the Congress respecting 
fees and allowances in the cases under discnsslou, although such views 
of the Congress have not been embodied in formal acts. 

Respectfully submitted. 
HERBERT L. DA-VIS, 

Auditor, Supreme Cot'rt of the Distf'ict of Oolu·mbtll. 

It is my opinion that" Members of Congress have far niore 
respect for the abov.e brave al)ditor who dared to do his duty, 
eve~ though it affect~d the "mighty ,Fen¢ng," than they have 
for the court that took 114 of Fenning's cases away from the 
court'.s own auditor and referred them to special masters, espe
cially in view of the fact that when referring such cases the 
court said: 

Nothing in the foregoing. shall be construed as R determination by 
the court that the auditor is prejudiced agains~ the committee, as 
stated by the latter in his said letter. 

A tt·ue copy. 
Test: 

F. L. SIDDONS, Justice. 

FJU.NK E. CuN:-ii:-iGHA.M, OZerk. 
By CJUS. B. CoFLis, Assistant CZet·k. 

THOMAS M. BALDWIN, JR., TESTIFIED 
Mr. BLA.~TO:-i. Mr. Baldwin, you are superintendent of insurance of 

the department of insurance of the District of Columbia? 
Mr. BALDWIN. I a.m. 
Mr. BLaNTON. You have been superintendent how long? 
Mr. BALDWIN. Acting since March 29, 1924, and confirmed as suppr-

1ntendent as of September 15, 1924. 
Mr. BL.L'<TOY. As superintendent you have in your custody and con

trol the records and the files of the various insurance business of the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA.NTO~. That is, for years prior to this coming year, beginning 

May 1, 1926, and running to April 1, 1927, what companies had taken 
out licenses for Mr. Fenning? 

Mr. BALDWIN. The United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co., the Mas
sachusetts Bonding & Accident Co., and the Great American. 

Mr. BLANTON. What kind of license have these companies up to May 
1, 1!)26, been taking out fo·r Mr. Fenning? 

Mr. BALDWIN. An ordinary solicitor's license. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Baldwin, Mr. Fenning, it is admitted, took the 

oath of office and became Commissioner of the District of Columbia on 
June 5, 1925. Now, there has since that date and up to the present 
time been pending an insurance measure-that is, a bill that has not 
been passed by Congress, that you and I had something to do with
bas there not? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Yes. sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. With regard to that bill, without putting the one 

hundred-odd pages into the record, will you state whether or not its 
general purpose is to protect the people with regard to improper 
practices by insurance companies? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Absolutely-first. 
Mr. BL.L~TON. That i.s the prime purpose of it? 
Mr. BALDWIN. Yes. si.r. 
Mr. BL.A.NTO!'i. Now, state whether or not Commissioner Fenning has 

retarded the passage of that bill? 
:P.:lr. BALDWIN. It appears that a gentleman from New York by the 

name of Doyle, representing the National Board of Fire Underwriters, 
raised considerable objection, not only to this section but to the bill 
as a whole, and he got what is known as the Insurance Club lined up 
against the bill. His committee appeared before Colonel Fcnning 
and objected to the actlon tlla t I was taking in urging . its pa ssagl". 
and I was instructed by Colonel Fenning to no longer appear before 
the Senate District Committee. 

Mr. D YER. What did he say, to the best of your recollection? 
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Mr. BALDwiN. The colonel told me that I -had better nat ,appear 

before the Senate District Committee until some differ~nces eould be 
ironed out in tbis bill. Of course, I obeyed orders. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has that bill ~ver been passed? 
l\Ir. BALDWIN. Not to my ,lroowledge. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has Mr. Fenning ever withdrawn his instructions to 

you? 
Mr. BALDWIN. No, sir. 

CHARGE NO. 17 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning is attorney tor the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia, and is paid an annual fee 
by them, and that such employment has interfered witb his duties as 
commissioner and has adversely influenced his official action, ln that 
be has opposed and refused to favorably report a 'bill sought to be 
passed by the chiropractors, and which bill his clients are opposing. 

ADMISSION 

On page 239, Gibson hearings, Frederick Fenning: testified: 
I am the attorney of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia. 

For some years past I have been paid $200 per annum. 

DR. HUBERT N. ROBERTS TESTIFIED 

Mr. BLANTON. You have held the position of president of the Chiro
practors' Association here in Washington, have you not? 

Doctor ROBERTS. No; I am chairman of the legislative committee. 
Mr. BLANTON. There· has been a bill favorably -reporte<l by the House 

'District" Committee and passed by the House of Representatives,- 'known 
as the chiropractors licemdng bill, which is da~igned to protect the 
public against fake and unqualified so-called chiropractors~ 

Doctor ROBERTS. Y>es, Btl'. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are familiar with that bill? 
Doctor ROBERTS. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. That is in . behalf of the pulllic · as . against fakes, is 

it not~ 
Doctor ROBERTS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. After that bill was submitted to the Commissioners of 

the District of Columbia, before the House committee .approved it, after 
it had been submitted to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
for their report on it, state whether <>r not you appeared before Com
missioner Fenning down thi!re in behalf .of that bill. 

Doctor ROBERTS. Yes; I went _t~ _ see !rlJ:. FeD;Ding two or three days. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now state whether or not there was a hearing called 

for you and your represenlnti~ of the chiropTactors before Mr. Feniting. 
Doctor RoBERTS. The~ was a hearing callOO. - · -
Mr. BLANT-ON. Did you appear at that hearing? 
Doctor RoB-ERTS. l did. 

• Mr. BLANTON. Now, you Tememl:Jer wren y-ou and your representatives 
appeared before the District .suboommittee on that 'bill? 

Doctor Rot:ERTS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, up to that time had the <Commissioners ever made 

any report on that bill? 
Doctor ROBEBTS. I was informed they had not. 
Mr. Bw.NroN. Do you not know it developed at that hearing they 

had not? 
Doctor ROBERTS. It did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Doctor, state whether or not at that very meet-

ing the committee agreed -and took a vote to report · your bill. 
Doctor RORERTS. They did. 
Mr. BLANTON. And it was ·a unanimous agreement of the comniittee? 
Doctor ROBERTS. It wall. ' . 

Mr. BLA!'i"TON. Well, did not you go to see Mr. Fenning about it-did 
not you go to see him about his not giving you a ehance to be heard? 

Doctor ROBERTS. I talked to Mr. Fenning over the telephone about it. 
Mr. BLANTON. State what you said to 'him over the telephone. 
Doctor ROBERTS. I asked him if there was to be a hearing given to 

the M. D.'s, when we were not to be allowed there. He said we had 
had ample opportunity to state our wishes and he thought the other 
side should have the -same chance, and I was not invited to be there. 

CHARGE NO. 18 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenni:ng, as attorney for the 
'aid Medical Society of the District of Columbia, · in disregard of his 
duties as said commlssianer, has ineited, aid-ed, and abetted the -doctors 
employed in St. Elizabeths Hospital, who by law are required to devot-e 
all of their time to such institution, to engage in private practice here 
in the District of Columbia; that as attorn-ey for said m-edical society 
he has incited, aided, and abetted certain of the doctors emplo~a 1n 
the United States Veterans' Bureau, and who are by law required to 
give all of their time to said bureau, to engage in private practice bere 
in the District of Columbia, such doctors using -the -equipment of the 
Government 1n their said privat~ practice ; -and that the said Frederick 
A. FenDing has knowingly permitted the Distriet alienist, Dr. Percy 
Hickling, who receives a salary ot $3,300 for all -of his time, to sell his 
testimony at the rate of $50 per day and more to lawyers beth ·in the 
District and outside of it. 

.ST- iEJLIZlUJEI'HS OOCTORS ~A.KUW MOr-TEY 
Hr. GILBERT. Doctor, do you think it is right and proper for a 

physician who is drawing a salary and supposed to give his whcl.e time 
to that lnstita.tion to hav-e tdlices -outsirle and :practice, even outside of 
hours? 

Doctot· WHITE. They lived outside the institution, an_d the iJlBtitution 
ean not .control them · after they · have left the .grourids. They are on 
call of the institution at any time, and, indeed, I -would not hesitate to 
call on them. But when they go home I can not .control what they do 
down town. . · .. 

Mr. GrLB»RT. Are they not under your supervision'? 
Doctor WHITE. We can .e.an 001 "them at any time. 
Mr. GILBERT. Haven't you got the right t:o tell them that by reason 

of the fact that if they .attend to t'heir private practice that they can 
not give your institutioll their best service, and- that u they are going 
to c~ntinue their positions out there they must not be practicing on the 
outstde? 

Doctor WRITII_. I du not know whether I have any such rights as that 
or not. 

Mr. GILBERT. That is wha:t ~ .am ukin_g you. 
Doctor WHITE. I doubt if I have. 
Mr. GILBERT. Haven't you? 
Doctor WHITE. I do not know. 
Mr. GILBEI!T. Row ma.ny physicians hm·e you out there under ~on? . 
Doctor WHITE. A.bout 40. 
Mr. GILBERT. And you do not know whether they are engaged in prl

"Vate practice or not? 
Doctor WHITE. When they are away from the hosp]taJ on· their own 

ifime I have no eontr.ol over them. 

JUDGlil CRANDALL MACKi!JY TESTIFIJIID 
Mr. :MAcKEY. That is often done nnd allowed; yes, sir, in this way: 

'For exrunple, I had a will case in whiCh 1 bad the testator examined 
severa1 years before his death, because one of his daughters was telling 
_.Peo;ple he was insane; and to prqtect him I bad him examined by Doctor 
'Hickling and Doctor Gannon. In ~ha~ ._case th~ comt permitted a fee 
of $50 for Doctor Hickling and $25 for Doctor Gannon. That was a 
civil, private case, in which tbe laws 'of the 1and have nothing to do, 
except to furnish a court and jury. to · try the case. · · 

Mr. BLANTON. Doctor Hickling is the District alienist? 
Mr. MACKEY. Doctor H"lCkling is the District alienist. 
Mr. BLANTON. ,And be gets $3,300 a year under classification. 
Mr. MA,cKEY. That is what h~ gets. 
Mr, BLANTON. Aud he got $1,500 in 1916? 
Mr. MACKEY. In 1916 or llH8 he" got $1~500. In 19l4 he got $1,000. 

Congress fixed the salary of the District alienist in the District appro
priation bill of 1912 at $1,000 a ,year, and Doctor Hickling was ap
pointed prior ·to that time. Doctor Hickling only gets $1.25 for each 
patienf that he testifies is of sound or nnsonnd mind. 

FREDERICK FENNING B:rA.RTED IT 

I have already quoted the sworn testimony 'Of Fenning that 
23 years ago he started the practice by getting the court to 
allow a fee <Qf $10 to St. Elizabeths doct'Ors woo made affi
davits that persons were insan:e. :Thus he incited these doc
tors to make money -on the outside, when the law requires them 
.to give 1lll their time to the Government. Doctor White has 
now stoiJped the practice. And w~ are compelling him to stop 
these doctors from doing p ·ivate medical praetice on the 
outside. 

CHARGE NO. 19 

I charge on reliable information that Frederick A. FenDing is ' at
torney !or and is financially interested In the undertaking establish
ment of Joseph Gawler's Sons (Inc.), and that during the pust 23 
years has C'.:tused many bodies from St. Elizabeths Hospital to be 
turned over to said undertaker for burial, a number of them being 
wards of said Fenning, and that in the lunacy case of Walter Gar
land .Allan, No. 10713, the said Frederick A. FenDing on March 24, 
1926, ,paid to said undertaker the sum of $107.81 for burial expenses, 
which amount was the total residue of hls ward's estate, after taking 
from same his own fees and commissions, .and at such time sairl Fen
~ knew that for a charge of only $52 Undertaker Tabler furnishes 
everything necessary anil conducts decent funerals for wards of the 
United States Veterans' Bureau, and I charge further that through 
confederation with his said brother-in-law, Coroner .J. Ramsey Nevitt, 
and .his employee, Bill Franklin, said Fenning wrongfully caused the 
body of one drowned in tlre basin, which bod_y was demanded by the 
Veterans" Bureau ,and should have been turned over to .It, to be 
wrongfully turned over to Undertaker Tullavull, who made the Gov
ernment pay -$108.50 for same, but which would have cost the Gov
er;nment only $52 for identica.lly the same kind of funeral had said 
body been turned over to the Veterans' ·Bureau and the funeral con
duct~ bY the bureau's nnderta"ker, Tabler_. 

SW-ORN HSTIMONY BEFORJil JUDICIARY COMMlTTEJil 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is A.lfrcii .B. ~wler? 
lb. GAWLER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Yon are the president of the Gawler undertaking 

establishment? 
Mr. GAWLER. Yes, sir. 
Ur. BLANTON. Yon were a member of the business tlrm ln 1906, and 

have been for years? 
Mt·. GAwLEn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA.N'l'ON. Mr. Fennlng, Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, bas been 

attorney for your firm for a number of years? 
Mr. GAWLER. He has. 
Mr. BLANTON. He is a director of your concern, is he noU 
Mr. GAWLER. Yes. 
Mr. BLA...,..TON. And he has been for a number of years? 
Mr. GAWLEn. A few years; yes. 
Mr. BLAN'.rON. Well, he was attorney back in 1906, when your 

brother , Charles Gawler, was connected with it. 
Mr. GAWLER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Yr. Gawler, in 1906, about that time, your 

establi hment was receiving from St. Elizabeths Hospital from 45 to 50 
bodies a year, was it not, for burial? · 

Mr. GAWLER.. Mr. DLANTON, I can not testify to that. I have the 
record here. 

Mr. BLANTON. Your brother says: 
"Mr. WALLACE. How many do you get over t here a year? 
"M:r. GAWLER. We get, I should say, about 45 or 50.'' 
That was true, was it not? 
Mr. DYER. He does not know; but, of course--
Mr. BLANTON. You will state that that was about correct-your 

brother's testimony? 
Mr. GAWLER. I should judge so. He would not have sworn to it 

if it was not. 
Mr. BLANTO!'f. Now. Mr. Gawler, is it not a fact that a few years 

ago there was a complaint made here by some of the undertakers that 
your company was having a monopoly out there in receiving bodies? 

Mr. GAWLER. I know of no complrunt, definitely. 
Mr. BLA)o!TOX. You have .filed in the supreme court, on the probate 

side, as petitioner, with Mr. Fennlng as attorney, a petition to have him 
appointed administrator in cases, have you not? 

l\lr. GA.WLER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. For instance, you let him file a petition in the su

preme court for you in the Philip Berg case, where you were a peti
tioner asking that he be appointed administra-tor to settie up- that 
estate. Is not that a fact? 

Mt·. Ga. WLER. I signed such. I can not say that I let him. 
Mr. BLANTON. In the Garland Allen case, Mr. Gawler, there has 

been introduced in evidence a receipt that you signed in February 
this year where you acknowledged receipt from Mr. Fenning of $107.60 
for burying Garland Allen. You know, do you not, Mr. Gawler, that 
the Government has a contract with Mr. 'J'abler to bury WlU'ds of the 
Government at $56, under specifications·? 

Mr. GAWL~R. I think it is $66, is it not? 
Mr. BLA!'fTON. It is $56 without a shroud and $66 wi.th a sluoud-

you knew that, did you not? 
Mr. GA wum. Not until recently, when tile matter came out. 

CONGRESSl\IA~ LUCE, OF MASSACHUSETTS 
I had convinced the distinguished chairman of the Committee 

on the Judiciary, Mr. GRAHAM, that ·my charges had merit, and 
on May 6, 1926, he brought thE} resolution before the House 
authorizing his c.ommittee to com~l the attendance of witnesses. 
Mr. LucE was granted time to speak. He refused to yield: 
~r. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 'l 
Mr. LUCE. I have not the time to yield. 
l\lr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has taken all of the time 

so far to put the other members of the committee in a wrong light, 
and he ought to yield in order that we can get the facts of the matter 
before the House. 

Mr. LUCE. • I rise to inform those unhappy men who are 
confined in our hospitals, to inform their parents, relatives, and friends ; 
aye, to inform more than 4,000,000 men who served in the late war, 
that the facts laid before our committee, which has concerned itself 
only with the aspects of the case that relate to veterans, do not as 
yet warrant any judgment condemning this man. He has violated no 
law. Every act that the law bas required him to perform has been 
approved by the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LucE. I can not yield. The chief justice of the court has been 

quoted within a few days as accepting the responsibility. Mark you 
wh~t I say now and spread it abroad, if yon will. Not one nteran 
has lost one penny through the conduct of this man. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LucE. I decline to yield. · 
Mr. RANKIN. There Js no evidence to back up the st3:tement of the 

gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. LucE. • • • A few .days later the gentleman from Tens 

rose on the .floor of this House and said : 

"Mr. BLANTox. I wonder if the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON] knows, and do you know, that when a veteran dies in St. 
Elizabeths Hospital the doctors there cut him up? One dled some time 
ago, the case I have in mind, where they split his head wide open, and 
the undertaker refused to accept him for embalming-said be could 
not embalm a body like that." 

Now, see how the vile odor of scandal spreads. In the repor-t of. a 
meeting of :m American Legion post printed in the Washington Post 
yesterday morning was this paragraph : 

"Bodies of shell-shocked veterans who died at St. Elizabeths Hospital 
have been sold to Howard University for scientific experiment, the 
Texan charged, and he pledged himself to put a stop to the prac
tice"--

Mr. BLA-xTON. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. Lucm. I am going to exonerate the gentleman
"And he pledged himself to put a stop to the practice.'' 
Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. Lucm. No, sir; I yield no further. I want to tell the story. 
A credulous clerk believed an autopsy had been performed on the 

body of a ~-eteran. Somewhere between the shop of the undertaker 
and the floor of the House, passing through the office of the gentleman 
from Texas, the story was elaborated into one of dreadful mutilation 
that would outrage the sensibilities of any right-minded man. Other 
Members of the House began to use the word " horrible.'' Next the 
gentleman from Texas makes a speech containing something that a 
reporter misunderstands, which be distorts into a diabolically ingenious 
implication, meant to plant in the mind the impression that the bodies 
of white veterans are sold for the purposes of dissection by colored 
medical students. 

COXGRESSMAN APPLEBY REBUKED LUCJD 

Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. APPLEBY. There has been a misstatement made on the floor of 

the House by the gentleman from Massachusetts. I heard the gentle
man from Texas state his proposition about Howard University, and 
it had nothing whatever to do with the cutting up of bodies or the 
mutilating of bodies. 

Mr. BLANTON. Or the selling of bodies. 
Mr. APPI.EBY. Or the sellmg of bodies. 
Mr. BLA"'<TOY. I thank my colleague from California. I had forgotten 

that he was at the American Legion Tuesday night. 

THEN I SECURED THE FLOOR 

Mr. BLA.NTO!'f. Mr. Speaker and gentleman of the House, now that 
you have hear(\ Mr. FenDing's defense, it is but fair that I should 
present the other side, for there are two sides to this question. I pre
sent the side of the shell-shocked, helpless, affiicted veterans of our wars 
who .fox 25 years have been exploited by Frederick A. Fenning. 

My colleague from Ohio [Mr. McSWEENEY] was present and heard my 
whole speech. Here ls _his statement as tQ what occurred: 

" I was present at the meeting of Wash.ington Post, No. 1, American 
Legion, on the night of May 4, 1926, and heard Congressman BLANTON' s 
speech. He made no statement whatever about bodies of veterans 
being mutilated before or sold to Howard University. He said that an 
employee of. the Veterans' Bureau had testified that he had seen two 
bodies that had been cut upon, and that he had been reliably informed 
that St. Elizabeths Hospital had allowed its affiicted patients to be 
exhibited before classes in universities here for scientific purposes, and 
that some had been exhibited before a class of Howard Univ-ersity, and 
that if such were the case it ought to be stopped, as these poor, un
fortunate patients should not thus be exhibited in public. He said 
nothing whatever about bodies being sold to Howard University. 

" JOHN MCSWEE)o!E:Y, 
''Member of 0(mgress, Bi{l}teenth D~trict of Ohio." 

WERE BODIES CUT UP IN ST. ELIZABETHS? 

On April 30, 1926, there appeared before our committee hearing Mr. 
Alva W. Collins, who is the assistant auditor for the United States 
Veterans' Bureau, having been with it since August, 1921, and whose 
duty it is to look after paying the funeral expenses of all veterans by 
auditing the vouchers for same. He was duly sworn, and upon oath 
testified as follows : 

"Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Collins, with respect to a body in May or 
June Qf last year that you saw, where the head had had an operation 
on it. Do you remember that body? 

" Mr. COLLTXS. I remember seeing the body lying in the undertaker' s 
morgue. 

"Mr. BLANTOY. What ood been done to the head? 
"Mr. COLLINS. I think the scalp had bC€n cut up here [indi ratiug]-
" Mr. BLAXTON. At the frontal bone? 
"Mr. COLLlNS. The frontal bone had been cut and the urain, I sup

pose, removed. I don't know about that. I didn't see that. 
" Mr. BLANTON. That was a World War veteran? 
" M.r. COLLINS. Yes. 
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"Mr. BLANTON. Now, in July you saw- another ·body that had ·been cut 

up, didn't you? 
" Mr. CoLr.J:Ns. I happened in there on an errand taking some trans

portation for another body that was to be shipped, and I stepped over 
there after 4.30. 

"Mr. BLANTON. What did you see about that body with your own 
eyes? 

"Mr. COLLINS. That body was cut open from the throat all the way 
down. 

" Mr. BLANTON. AU the way down? 
"Mr. -COLLINS. Yes. 
"' Mr. BLANTON. What abont the backbone? Did you find out anything 

about the backbone of the deceased? 
"Mr. COLLINS. Well, I was told that the backbone bad been taken 

out.• I couldn't see it. I did not want to get close enough to it. 
" Mr. BLANTON. Did it have a bad effect on you? 
''Mr. COLLINS. It had a nauseating effect on me." 

COBRODORATT.NG EVIDENCE 

But I had the sworn evidence from another bureau official cor
roborating the testimony of Auditor Collins. Mr. Clarkson E. Grier has 
been an honored and respected investigator for the United States Vet
erans' Bureau for over three years and did much work for the bureau 
in St. Elizabe-ths. He was duly sworn, and under oath testified before 
our committee as follows : 

" Mr. BLANTON. Do you know Mr. Collins, who has charge of looking 
after these bodies; and so on, for the Veterans' Bureau·? 

"1\Ir. GRIER. Yes, sir; I know him very well. ,. 
"Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not Mr. Collins ever told you about 

one of the patients over there at St. Elizabeths where the doctors cut 
all the front part of his head off. " 

"Mr. GRIER. Yes, sir. I believe he did tell me something about that. 
"Mr. BLANTON. Did Mr. Collins ever tell you about another body 

that they cut all to pieces 
"Mr. GRIER. Yes, sir; he did. 
"Mr. BLANTON. What did he say about the other one that they cut 

up so bad that Mr. Tabler said something about it? Tell the committee 
what he said. 

"Mr. GRIER. I think it was July of last year-it was July--one of 
our claimants ha-d died in St. Elizabeths, and they bad an autopsy and 
the body was turned over to Mr. Tabler, ow: contract undertaker. 
M.r. Collins happened to be at Mr. Tabler's undertaking establishment 
when the body got there. That is the way I was told, or I believe that 
is the way. 

"Mr. BLANTON. ell us what he told you. 
"Mr. GRIER. He said be saw a body that had been cut up pretty 

badly from St. Elizabeths, and that his stomach had been cut open 
qown the front. 

"Mr. BLANTON. What did he say about the backbone being cut out? 
"Mr. GRIER. He said he was tol-d that the backbone had been cut 

out. He di-dn't ten me that he saw the backbone. 
"Mr. BLANTON. What did he say about Ts.bler with regard to the 

embalming7 
" Mr. GlUER. He said that Mr. Tabler didn't want to handle a body 

like that; that be kind of intimated or somethin&. like that-! don't 
know exactly-but it was some remark that Mr. Tabler was not at all 
satisfied, was reluctant to receive a body in that condition. 

" Mr. BLANTON. Didn't he tell you that he said the body was cut up 
so badly that Tabier said he didn't want to embalm it? 

" Mr. GRIER. He didn't refuse to embalm it ; he said he didn't want to. 
" Mr. BLANTON. He didn't feel that he ought to be given a body in 

that condition '1 
"Mr. GRIER. I think that is what he said." 

And then I presented a mountain of evidence showing im
proper exploitation of veterans by Fenning for 25 years. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes 

appeared to have it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman will not ask that. It was a 

unanimous vote. 
Mr. RANKIN. I understand; but some have been applauding vocif

erously in behalf of Mr. Fenning, and I want to know whether they 
are going to vote like they applaud. 

Mr. BLANTON. It was a unanimous vote, and I hope the ge.ntleman 
will not ask for the yeas and nays. 

BEFORE .TUDICIABY COMMITTEE ALVA W. COLLINS TESTIFIED 

Mr. COLLINS. I am assistant auditor for tbe Washington regional 
~ffice. 

Mr. BLANTON. Of the United States Veterans' Bureau? 
M1·. CoLLI~S. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Under General Hinesl 
Mr. COLLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANTON. You have charge of looking after the accounts with 
respect to the burial of Veterans' Bureau wards? 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes, sir; all accounts. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is a fact, is it not, that for some time the bureau 

has had a contract, which I will have you show in a moment, with an 
undertaker here named Tabler to bury the veterans with a certain 
standard funeral, standard como, and standard other things, at a cer
tain price? 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes sir; where it was not-where the family did not 
desix·e-

Mr. BLA~To~. Where the family did not claim the body? 
Mr. COLLINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What is that contract price now, Mr. Collins? 
Mr. COLLINS. If there is not a shroud fw·nished, it is $56. 
Mr. BLANTON. If there is not a shroud furnished, it is $56? 
Mr. CoLLINS. Yes, sir. Then if a. shroud or suit is furnished it 

is $66. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you the standard specifications as to what shall 

be furnished? 
1\ir. COLLINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO -. Read them, please. 
Mr. COLLINS {reading) : 
"Embalming of the body (arterially and its cavities) to be done with 

a good standard disinfectant embalming fluid. All openings to be 
packed with cotton so-aked in bichloride solution, and the body to be 
washed with a bichloride solution, as required by the regulations gov
erning the transportation of bodies. Embalming shall also include the 
shaving, wa.shing, and dressing the body, trimming of hair of head, 
neck, and face, as well as shaving the face, washing the body in 
bichloride solution, and dressing the body in clothes provided, if any, 
and the shroud or snit. 

" Shroud : Robe of black broadcloth, blue serge, or gray suiting, and 
to include suitable underwear and hose. 

" Suit : Tailored suit of black broadcloth, blue serge, or gray suiting, 
with linen dickey, collar and cuffs, bow or four-in-hand tie, and to 
include suitable underwear and hose. 

" Casket : Casket shell to be made of chestnut, cypress, redwood, 
western cedar, or equaHy good wood standard to the industry in the 
locality in which furnished. Style of casket to be swell corner, octagon 
end, three-panel top, scroiJ: center panel ; face and foot caps to be oval 
or built to a height of at least llh inches;- frame of top to be shaped 
from at least five-quarter stock. Body of casket to be made of l-inch 
stock with base and ledge shaped from a total thickness of at least 2:14 
inches and llh inches, resPectively. It shall be optional to furnish a 
plain cut top of above specifications instead of three-panel top. Casket 
to be co-vered with black or gray broadcloth. 

-" Upholstering : Body of casket to be upholstered with wood, wool, 
and cotton covered with muslin, lining of" three momie Jap silk or 
equally good material with flannel background. Pillow of same mate
rial. Face cap and frame around face cap lined with same · material. 
Foot panel lined with cambric or muslin. 

- " Hardware: Six nontarnish finish steel-braced .cast handles, with arm 
and tip cast separately, %-inch bar and ears at least 2% by 2% inches, 
or equivalent, to be screwed to casket bod'y, three on each side. 

"Name plate: One silver-plated Butler-finish name plate, with suit· 
able inscription thereon." 

Then it says " Hermetically seal any easket when required." There 
is no specifications on that. [Reading:] 

"Outside case: Case to be of l-inch stock of dry, sound white pine, 
cypress, redwood, spruce, fir, or equally good wood, free from loose 
knots, S2S, oak or mahogany stained or painted gray. Sides to be set 
outside ends and nailed to them with 8-penny cement-coated nails. 
Top to be made in seetions, tongued and grooved, run crosswise of box 
and set flush with outside edges of box. Top to be fastened to the box 
with 1%,-inch steel screws. Cleats 4% inches wide with chamfered 
edges to be fastened on box top, one on each side, and to extend the 
length of the box inside. Size of box shall be such as to allow at least 
1 inch clearance between outside of casket and inside of box. 

" Hardware (handles) : Six wrought-steel, copper-finished chest 
handles; size of plate at least 5% by 2% inches, to be bolted two o.n 
each side and one on each end." 

Mr. BLA~TON. You won't audit an account until there has been an 
inspection report on each one of them '1 

Mr. CoLLINS. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And if one of those handles were not secure and the 

inspection report showed that, you would refuse to pay the account? 
Mr. COLLINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Now, Mr. Collins, from your experience in handling 

these matters, what would that kind of a funeral, including the em
balming and all of the things that are furnished, what would that 
usually cost from an undertaker? 

Mr. COLLINS. My opinion would be that funeral would be worth any
where from $100 to $125 in ordinary business. I do not know what 
the undertakers charge-their rate. 
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; Mr. )3LANTOff. Now, In reg~rd to .the . b.ody that was found _in the 
basin down here, MUtdy-:-you . know abou~ .. Mr. • Mur.dy's -bo.dy~ .being ... 
found in the basin? 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Now that body-it would have been impossible to em

balm that body, wo-uld it not? 
Mr. CoLLINS. I believe it would. That is what they said; I did not 

see that. 
Mr. BLANTON. That body, what would that cost through this Tabler 

Undertaking Co., if that had been turned over to Tabler? 
Mr. CoLLINS. Without a shroud, $49. · 
Mr. BLANTON". In that connection I will read just one matter, because 

it comes in pertinently at this time, from the original court papers in 
lunacy No. 10713 in re Walter Garland Allen, lunatic, for whom Mr. 
Fenning is the committee. I read the following ·receipt. Printed on it 
is "Law offices Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Building, 1420 New York 
Avenue, Washington, D. C." 

"Washington, D. C., 3-!M--26--" 
That is March 24, 1926-
"Received of F. A. Fenning, committee of Walter Garland Allen, 

$107.81, balance held to the credit of the deceased by · committee. Ac
<·epted in full for our bill of $110 for services in connection with burial 
as per order of court." 

That is signed "Joseph Gawler Sons (Inc.), per Alfred B. Gawler, 
president." 

Thh; was to show that in March of this year Mr. Fenning paid out to 
Gawler $107.81 for a funeral that, had the body been turned over to 
1\Ir. Tabler. would have been conducted and the things furnished under 
those specifications at not more than $66, anyway, even if there bad 
been a shroud· furnished. 

BEFORE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CLARKSON .l!l. GREER FURTHER TESTIFIED 
Mr. BLANTON. You are an inspector for the United States Veterans' 

Bureau? 
Mr. GREim. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Greer, with regard to the body Of a man who was 

later identified as a veteran of the World War, who was drowned in the 
basin here. I wish you would tell what you had to do on behalf of 
the United States Veterans' Bureau with regard to that body. 

Mr. GREER. Bernard Murdie. I think that was on March 24; I am 
not positive about the exact date. 

Mr. DYER. What year? 
1\lr. GnEER. I think this ye~r. 
1\Ir. DYER. Proceed to answer his questions. 
1\Ir. GREER. It is my official duty to reclaim bodies, and to help to 

identify them as ex-service men, when they are fou.nd dead in the basin, 
or any place in the river, or such things like that--

Mr. BLANTON (interposing). Now, first, with regard to the burial 
of bodies of World War veterans that the Veterans' Bureau takes cogni
zance of,. state whether or not the bureau has a contract with any 
undertaker here to bury those bodies? 

Mr. GnEER. Why, yes. 
Mt·. BLANTON. Who is the undertaker? 
Mr. GREER. I think his name iS Norville Tabler. I was notified; a 

slip of paper was put on my desk that a man had been found drowned 
in the basin ; and I immediately communicated with the morgue, the 
superintendent of the morgue. And we had identified this man as a 
claimant of the Veterans' Bureau; that is, a disabled man who had a 
compensable status. I asked the superintendent to notify me. I re
quested that he inform me when the coroner was through with the 
inquest, so that the Veterans' Bureau could claim the body for burial. 
I was not notified in two days; and I called again, and the superin
tendent of the morgue informed me • • • that Mr. Franklin had 
the body. 

Mr. BLANTON. What Franklin? 
Mr. GREER. Bill Franklin. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know where Bill Franklin works? 
Mt·. GREER. I do at this time. 
Mr. BLANTON. Where? 
Mr. GREER. He works for the District of Columbia. I think it is in 

the water department. 
Mr. BLANTON. For the District of Columbia? 
Mr. GREER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. In what building? 
Mr. GREER. The Municipal Building, I think. 
Mr. BLANTON. The Municipal District Building down here! 
Mr. GREER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you had been told that the body bad been 

turned over to him-to Bill Franklin? 
Mr. GREER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Greer, do you know whether or not Undertaker 

'l'abler buried Murdie? 
Mr. GREER. I know that he did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. You Joiow that he did not? 
Mr. Gnna. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAN.TON. Do l!OU know what tb~ _undertaker _who did bury him 
charged.. the . Government·? _ 

Mr. GREER. Yes, sir; I know that be submitted a voucher for $180.50. 
Mr. BLANTON. $180.50? 
Mr. GREER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Greer, a short time ago dld you accompany 

a number of patients fro-m St. Eli.zabeths on the train down to 
Augusta, Ga.? 

Mr. GREER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many? 
Mr. GREER. Twenty-one. They were southerners. 
?!Ir. BLANTON. There was one Fred Hall in that bunch from Florida, 

was there not? 
Mr. GREER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever know of such a wholesale transferenee 

of patients from the Veterans' Bureau at an.r time before since your 
connection with the Veterans' Bureau? 

Mr. GREER. Personally, I have never conducted any. 
Mr. BLANTON. That" is the only one you had personal knowledge of? 
Mr. GREER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Had you ever been with any patients before? 
Mr. GREER. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Had the bureau ever called upon you to transfer 

patients from here before that? 
Mr. GREim. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You did not have any trouble with those patients, 

did you? 
Mr. DYER. I do not see bow that is material. 
Mr. STOBBS. What bearing on this case has that? 
Mr. BL.A.NTO:S. My real purpose is to show that for years ·various 

parties had been trying) to get their relatives who were not insane 
away from this institution here, without avail; and as soon as a con
gressional investigation started to bring out all of these facts all of 
a sudden 21 of them were sent down at one time and distributed in 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, showing that there was some reason 
for the investigation, and showing that the Veterans' Bureau and the 
hospital and the guardian realized the necessity to get them away 
from here. 

FOUR HUNDRED AND J:IGHTEE:S SHELL-SHOCKED WORLD WAR VETERANS 
TRA.NSFERRED FROM ST. ELIZARETHS INSANE ASYLUM 

I have the certificate of Gen. Frank T. Hines, Director of the 
United States Veterans' Bureau, certifying that from that date, 
l\fay 26, 1926, to December 11, 1926, he transferred from St. 
Elizabeths to hospitals nearest their families the following 418 
World 'Var veterans: 

Ellis L. Baxter, Joseph G. Clarke, Buford A. Creamer, Dr. Frank
lin Haynes, Eldward McBride, Fred A. Martin, Lawrence O'Neill, John 
B. Queener, William T. Radclift', Oliver B. Radford, George Spinopoulis, 
Adlai Th1·asher, George P. Stovall, George V. Walker, Rufus Willyard, 
Benjamin F. Wood, Walter Yarborough, Virgie Hill, William J. Wilson, 
Allen Crawford, Henry Jones, Alcon Luttrell, George Pugsley, John A. 
Boardman, David M. Claghorn, William Keill, Daniel Scanlon, William 
N. Brigham, Vern Smith, William A. Yeagel, Samuel Robinson, Laura 
Curtis, Peter Mahsowr, Floyd R. Rhodes, Denis A. Dennehy, Charles J. 
Ryslop, Fred W. Helmer, Charles L. Hester, John Fogleman, John Rose, 
Lee Allen, James L. Patterson, Wat·ren C. Voiers, Bernard Sheehan, 
Felix Bobenko, Martin J. Connolly, John W. Bowman, Henry Castle
berry, Hunter Galloway, Otto L. Hallquest, Joseph C. Holt, Arthur 
Horton, Brill Hutcherson, James B. Murphy, Cayce Phillips, Gilbert 
Johnson, Ernest Mittag, Gilbert Vallett, John W. Darnell, William H. 
(John Bowen) Walling, Clarence Madison, John Fordham, Walter 
WoodruJr, Page Delahoussaye, James Myring, William Lucas, Oliver 
Crawford, Alphonso Price, George Urbesco, Grocer Eddleman, Calvert 
Faires, John Uzzel, Thomas Coppinger, Usuary Hayes, Robert Wilson, 
William L. Moore, Jake Rasski.nd, Jeff James, Ben Gage, William 
Mullen, James Murray, Richard McClain, John Munson, Roy A. Smith, 
John W. Kene.aly, Charles Little, James Beida, Walter Mcintyre, Oscar 
Oppendahl, Thomas Acoft', Lawrence Burnett, Arthur N. James, Waddell 
Farrah, Bert Branch, Fred Dugger, Nelson Armistead, James L. Smith, 
Earl Adams, James Dennis, Willie Williamson, John W. Holliday, Louis 
E. Hawkins, Robert C. Grovey, Christopher Waples, John Adams, 
Wesley Scott, William J. Delaney, Leonard Beasley, Charles Vaughn, 
George Brundy, Lawrence Walker, Louis Damia, Adam Saucinnas, Louis 
Getz, Michael Hart, Walter Ott, Earle W. Robinson, Frank Soleski, 
Augustus Strine, Vincent Zillinski, Neil Dever, William Roseler, Arthur 
Hatch, F. Santero, L. DeFrancesco, Meyer Feldscher, Edward Halde
man, Clemens Hildebrand, August Meier, WUliam Pechulis, Stanley 
Sinkevitz, William Spangler, K. Wismaske, Edward Galvin, Ernest 
Miller, Esmond Brissette, Miley Fan·is, 'l'homas McCabe, Hunphery 
Murphy, Fred V. Currano, Fred Huxter, Walter Burden, William 
Angerer, Michael Fritch, Charles McCabe, Martin Flaherty, Moe Bnr
balot, Walter Shelland, Charles Herbert, N. CoUepardi. Jobn Reiihan. 
Frank Dzideic, Gull Abate, Maxwell Reeser, Frisby Anderson, Harry 
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Johnson, Charles Ritchie, Lucius Collier, Clarence Moore, Joseph 
Proctor, William L. Fennell, Charl€8 -Cronin, William Myers, Clayton 
Taylor, Arthur Solie, Albert M. Kelly, Marion Cochran, Bay B. Dixon, 
Sam Middlebrooks, Clavin Reeves, -Arthur Andrus, Charles F. Donahoe, 
Stephen F. Aby, Michael Philbin, John Kuppi, Michael Powers, Warahol 
Vaclow, Frank L . Travis, Thomas Mack, Anton J. Piksa, Ernest John
son, Algred Rogstad, James- Belson, Watter J. Dickerhoff, Ft·ed Gruner, 
Joe Bragiel, Frank .A. Feldman, Anton Kucis, Michael O'Donnell, Albert 
Smith, William B. Parks, John W. White , Placido Abaya, Aurelio 
Emano, Gregorio Plada, Juan Ambay, Cirilo Jarvier, Mercario Zamora, 
E. Bernales, H enry Franco, Otto Barth, William C. Klein, Garrett 
Brennan, Herman Renken, Joseph J. Flaherty, Chades Koppe, De
metrious Davanos, Robert Reid, Albert Hartman, Michael Daly, Edward 
Caler, Bernard Doherty, B. Normantowicz, Eugene Zattoni, Maxie J. 
Eaton, Modesto Correra, Emmanuel Anderson, Thomas S. Callahan, 
Leonard J. Carrigg, Willie Franklin, Francis McCarty, Edward Mc
Quire, Stanley Mientus, Patrick Rutledge, Lawrence Joyce, Milton 
Leonhardt, Frank Patterson, James Craig, Leo Murawski, Robert 
Norment, George Davis, John Hawthorne, H orace Epps, S. Lindstrom, 
William K. Hatter, Edward Quala, Wilfred Motley, Charles Smith, 
Camaron Sterman, Hugh Steele, John Brintla, G. Bruno, N. C. Carous
sos, Gust Sefigas, Famia Rocco, Jacob Perenic, Dennis Pearson, Martin 
Gretchey, George H. Banks, Joseph Boldenbenner, Lonzo G. Bays, 
Elijah llammond, Henry Hiller, James EJ. McDE!rmott, Herman Smith, 
Luther B. Gentry, Elijah Thomas, Henry .A. Kimble, Logan G. Bicktell, 
VirgU Earles, Zorn Hall, Joseph Russ, Arthur W. Oliver, Robert Flood, 
John W. Curran, John Pelow, Charles .A. Gadbury, Waclaw Karwoski, 
John Essling, Will1s D. Lau-ver, Edward Czarnecky, Warren Reider, 
Davis Parks, Lyle Forbes, John A. Munter, John Durkin, Joseph 
Vaselenak, William J. Yeager, Henry Firbaugh, Otto Baughman, Jake 
Tet·cek, William Evans, Fred Fleight, Richard Nichols, Holly Eggleston, 
Steve Petranshik, Peter Yavicb, 1ohn Magann, Charles Morris, Turner 
Rhodes, Neil Kelly, Santiago Navarasso, Charles Eyler, Nestor Garin, 
Albert Steward, James Talbott, Angelo Vendette, Jacob Trauger, Henry 
Dearnley, Layton Boyce, John Brinko, Argentino Dinardo, Stephen 
Guman, Edward Halloran, Morris Sterman, Joseph Strosatz, John 
Trimbole, Richard Vielmo, Joshn Zelvis, Stanley Korimski, Thomas 
Herndon, Samuel Jordan, Robert Morris, William Hoffman, Joseph 
Devine, Frank Bekart, Ramon Dalamon, Joe Grabosky, Joseph M.ilew
ski, Hedwig Werdelin, John .Adams, Widler P. Baker, Thomas J. 
Clinnin, Frank 1\Iylnarick, Arthur Richardson, Sidor Thomas, Cleo 
Thompson, Lester Cornett, James W. Butcher, John A. Beasley, Thomas 
C. Brady, Charles Quedry, Dr. P. Harrison, Douglas E. Bradford, 
Robert J. Colvin, Houston Harrington; .Alphons Kinder, Dixon J. Ben
nett, Fred Buzzard: Orval Davis on, Fay F. Baker, Arthur D. Myers, 
Ikey Boston, Willis Sutton, Fresch Taylor, Thomas C. Williams, Luis 
Cruz, Casiniro Mercado, Cenaro Vasquez, Earl Rea, Daniel O'Connor, 
Lewis Brownell, .Achim Mailath, Thomas Burne, Thomas Cooligan, 
George Lucak, Henry J . .Ahlmeier, C. Nicholetto, Theodore Custer, · 
Leighton Pierce, Albert W. Crowley, Henry L. Tims, William Benjamin 
Greene, Kusti Sears, Hans Wobeck, Barooch Marsh, Christ Mihelia, 
Robert Cummings, Edward H. Vander, Thorlief Nilson, Victor S. Branez, 
Lui Halas, Frank Gildutls, Albert Kluge, Gustave Koobas, John Laskie, 
Teofil Stosicak, Philip Neis, Stephen Simko, Demetri Kudhoff, William 
E. Johnson, J'obn Zlekowski, Ell Moran, Francis J. Kennelly, Thomas 
P. McAleer, Enrico Olivieri, Charles Ravis, albert Wachowiak, .Anthony 
Curcio, John Joseph Murphy, Tony Paparo, Fred C. Vanmeurs, Mel 
Ksahalan, Calvin Alder, George P. Bard, Frank E. Baer, Besthula F. 
Beal, .Amato Bellucci, Walton D. Bolton, Dorsey Deane, John Ferry, 
William E. Gaus, Gustavus Gehringer, Harry J. Harley, Elmer Hoag-. 
land, Wilma 0. James, Samuel Mackarus, Fred W. Moore, Frank Parlo, 
Joseph Pauer, William Pollow, Walter Rotkewech, Francis Scbm.idt, 
Howard E. Shae, Joseph J. Thompson, William F. 0. Wacker, Fred 
Weber, Edward Woodrow; total, 418. 

0:1\"E HUNDRED AND FORTY-ONE PATIENTS DIED IN ST. ELIZA.BETHS J'ROM 
J.L~ARY ·1, 1926, TO JULY 7, 1926 

Dr. W. W. Eldridge testified under oath that during 1925, 
269 patients died in St. Elizabeths, and that fi·om January 1, 
1926, to the date he testified, May 13, 1926, 141 patients had 
died in St. Elizabeths. They died there mighty fast. And we 
know tbat if these 418 World War veterans had not been trans
ferred from there, many would have died. So that the in
formation may be available for their relatives, the following 
are the 141 patients who died in St. Elizabeths from January 
1 to May 13, 1926 : 

Henry Page, Harry B. Settlemeyer, Evelyn T. Smith, Laura Bron
son, Jane Holt, Charles Speaks, Margaret A. Norris, Carolina R. .Ayers, 
Cordelia Miekle, John Kemp, Edward Cahill, Perlie Granger, James 
Miller, Frrcncis Dent, Thomas Parker, Herbert McKinney, George 
Banks, Beatrice Burch, John Allen, Edward a Brunner, Joseph -R. 
Cooper, George C. Davis, Hayes Mutbez, Samuel Johnson, Elise D. 
Pennell, Julia Odoms, Frank Barbour, Walter S. Burks, Carl Miller, 
Gotl\eb Ashwander, Florence Carpenter, Marie Vatu, Meta E. Wol:t
ateiner, Thomas Daly, Mack Van, James H. Offutt, Elizabeth Edm·ondS, 

J'ulla Conway, William H. McKinney, Andrew Wargarnln, Isaac M'a
honey, Wencelas Sedlak, William Badcli1Ie, William A. Forrest, Molly 
Williams, John ·Smith, Emma B. Davis, Mary Branson, Sarah Smith, 

. Happy Jarrett, Letha Powell, Wong Wo, Norris C. Lloyd, Sarah Short, 
Frank P. Locraft, Jennie Hammill, Wilder H. Cookson, Charles W. A. 
Vedits, Danil'l Howell, Ethel 'Jlalley, Minnie F . . Voute, Susan Williams, 
John Jones, William Sears, Sarah Miller, Samuel Connor, Ell en Brere• 
ton, l\Iary Purdy, J'ulia Taft, Margaret Holmes, Barbara Hunter, 
.Annie Stibor, Cannie C. Carpenter, Eleanor Bully, Elizabeth Godfrey, 
Annie Mintz; H~;~.ttie Qray, ·Philip Palerano, · William J. Miller, John 
Colbert, Shedrick Gill, Eliza Stone, Margaret Dexter, Ida Robinson, 
Ellen G. Lander, Pearl Sparrow, Dorothy Carneal, Mollie Jones, Enos 
H. Hurlburt, Walter McGowan, Rachel Wright, Charlotte Burnette, 
Buren Brown, Margaret Conway, Thomas Nichols, Mai'Y Jones, Joe 
McManus, Frederick H. Fletcher, Edward Dick, Gouveneur T. Green
law, Mabel Berry, Elizabeth :McVey, Joseph Flemming, George W. 
Brooks, Nathan .Alexander, Paul Depp, Harrison Delyons, Buelab Go
Ings, Dewey Bryant, Diamandies Papabopoullos, Charles .A. Van Horn, 
Ira Morris, David Kelly, Olive Gardner, Gus Gobbertin, Peter Weber, 
Ruben Jackson, Hugh Donnelly, John .A. Curran, George Amey, Albert 
Culley, Joseph Abribet, William H. Carter, Amelia Turner, Joseph .A. 
Blinkhom, Mike Paulelik, .Arthur Welch, :Martha Johnson, Emil R. 
Rcipschneider, Joseph Locher, Adelaide Bowie, Hannah Barber, Chris
tine Garcad, Clara Lavine, Lucy Washington, Robert -E . Ledbetter, 
Caroline Dillon, Catherine Fishback, Amy Henry, Alexander Brailowsky, 
and .Augus-t 1. Sunden. 

OVER 400 WORLD WA.R V1!1'l'ERANS THERJ" YET 
There are still over 400 World War veterans in St. Eliza

beths, and they must be 'transferred. I do not intend to quit 
until every one of them is· remoV-ed, and until every one of the 
2,200 patients there who have never yet · had ·a hearing, are 
given a hearing, and are either discharged or committed there 
lawfully. • 

I have now quoted evidence sufficient to show that I proved 
the truth of my charges Nos. 1 to 24, and this leads me up to my 

CHARGl!l NO. 25 

I charge that the said Frederick .A. Fenning, while Commissioner ot 
the District of Columbia,. during the four months from December 1, 
1925, to March 31, 1926, permitted the corporation counsel of said 
District, in the name of the Commissioners of said District of Colum
bia, as petitioners, to file in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia 150 cases of lunacy and caused 150 human beings, and resi
dents of said District, to be incarcerated in insane asylums, charged 
with being of unsound mind, when many of said persons are sane and 
should not be deprived of their liberty, 

SWORN TESTIMONY 011' l!ILlZA.BMH MEIGS 
Mr. BLANTON. Miss Meigs, your name is what? 
Miss MEIGS. Elizabeth Meigs. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are the clerk in charge of the lunacy branch of 

the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia? 
Mf s MEIGS. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you have been in charge of· that bow long-for 

how many years? 
Miss MEIGS. Since January 1, 1900. 
Mr. BLANTON. Twenty-six years ln all? 
Miss MEIGS. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, to save time, Miss Meigs made an affidavit here 

that from December 1 to March 31 the records show 150 lunacy cases 
that were filed there in the name of the commissioners by Frank H. 
Stephens, corporation counsel. I can get th~t admission without put
ting that all in? 

Mr. HOGAN. If Miss Meigs says that ts a fact? 
Miss MEIGS. That is a fact. 
Mr. HOGAN. Let it go in, subject to the question o! relevancy. 
Mr. BLANTON. At my instance she examined the records and counted 

up the number of lunacy cases filed in the names of the commissioners 
by Frank H. Stephens. 

Mr. HOGAN. Well, a copy of one petition will show how they are filed. 
Mr. BLANTON. They are filed in the name of the commissioners. 

SUPREME C0Uln' OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. 0., April !3, 1926. 

Bon. THOMAS L. BLANTON, 
Hou!ffl ot Representatwes, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: In compliance with ;vour request ot this date, I have the 
honor to report that there were 150 lunacy cases filed by Francis H. 
Stephens, corporation counsel, between December 1, 1925, to March 31, 
1926, inclusive. 

Respectfully, 
E. M. MEIGS, 

Auistant Ol&rk of the Supreme 0()1lrt. ot the 
Di8trict of Ool.umbia, in Charge of Lunacy. 

CHARGE NO. · 2G 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning continuously for the 
past 23 years has conspired and confederated with · the said Dr. Wil· 
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liam A. White to block and prevent sane patients wrongfuDJ' 1n· 
carcerated in St. Elizabeths Hospital from securing their liberty 
through habeas corpus proceedings, and I charge that Frederick A. 
Fenning admitted under oath that he went to the court and caused 
the court not to discharge Miss Cornelia L. Corbett and her mother, 
and be thus wrongfully kept them in St. Elizabeths for two years and 
four months, during all of which time they were sane, and while there 
be squandered their property, and that when finally an able lawyer 
in the District, through habeas corpus proceedings, forced a trial for 
them before the court they were adjudged of sound mind and released, 
and that the said Miss Cornelia L. Corbett, in cause No. 49104, law, 
sued said Frederick A. Fenning in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia and recovered a judgment against him, and made him 
pay back to her a part of the value of her property which he had squan
dered, and that said wrongful acts of said Fenning caused the prema
ture death of Mrs. Corbett. 

TESTIMONY IN FmST HEARING 

FREDERICK FENNING TESTIFIED 

I am frank to admit that in the Corbett ease--l am the committee of 
Mrs. Corbett-! went into the court when the habeas corpus proceeding 
was about to be heard and told the judge that as committee of Mrs. 
Corbett I bad looked carefully into the case since she had filed her 
petition for a writ of habeas corpus, and my opinion was that the best 
interests of Mrs. Corbett demanded that she remain where she was, and 
that that being the case I was going to appear with the district attor
ney in opposition to the issuance of the writ. 

MISS CORNELIA L. CORBETT TESTIFIE'D IN 1906 

Miss CoRBETT. The day we were taken there they came In without 
any . warning whatever. We had not the least idea that any such 
thing was premeditated. We were taken right out of the house. They 
had a patrol wagon 1n front of the house. They had a large Irish 
policeman and a private detective, a woman, I do not know who she 
was, a lady physician, and a large black policeman ; and they put us in 
a patrol wagon, and there were two men on the front seat of this 
wagon. We were taken right over to St. Elizabeths without any warn
ing whatever. They came right in our house. 

Of course, we were thrown in the insane aBylum without any justice, 
and while we were in there everything we had was disposed of. 

Mr. H}.Y: You do riot know who sold them 'l · 
Miss CORBETT. Mr. Fenning, Lawyer Fennlng, was given authority

what they call the committee in charge of our affairs-and he sold 
them. He was the one who sold them. 

MISS CORBETT AGAIN Tl!:STII'IED APRIL 6, 1926 

In our first application for habeas corpus Mr. Frederick A. Fenning 
prevented our having any witnesses, and he caused the court not to 
release us, but to remand us back to St. Elizabeths without a proper 
bearing, and he did everything within his power to obstruct our efforts 
to get out, and to keep us there; the cruel shock and humiliation nearly 
killed my mother ; no one will ever know just how much we both 
suffered there. 

Hon. Robert H. McNeill, an attorney, of Washington, had granted a 
writ of habeas corpus, and through trial in court had us both declared 
sane and of sound mind, and by order of court discharged from St. 
Elizabeths, where for two years and four months Mr. Frederick A. 
Fenning had kept us incarcerated behind bars; I then brought suit 
against Mr. Fenning for my part of the effects he had sold, and the bill 
of particulars attached to my declaration is cause No. 49104, law, will 
show just what he had squandered of my property. 

MISS CORBETT'S TESTIMONY BEFORE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 

1\fr. BLANTON. You are Miss Cornelia L. Corbett? 
Miss CORBETT. I am. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are employed by the Board of Charities, which 

is not under the Commissioners of the District of Columbia? 
Miss CORBETT. I am employed by the Associated Charities. 
Mr. BLANTON. But for 15 years you have been employed by them 

continuously? · 
Miss CORBETT. For 15 years or longer. 
Mr. BLANTON. Miss Corbett, when there was a hearing before Con

gress in 1906, you appeared before the committee and testified, did 
you not? 

Miss CORBETT. I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Anti the committee had you brought from St. Eliza

beths before them, did they not? 
Miss CORBETT. They did. 
Mr. BLANTO~. At that time you were incarcerated with your mother 

in St. Elizabeths 'l 
Miss CORBIITT. I was. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you had been there at that time how long, ap

proximately? When were you and your mother put in St. Ellzabeths 'l 
Miss COILBm-r. We were kidnaped and taken over there on Saturday 

evening, June 11. 1904.. 

Ml'. BLANTO!f. 1906 was when the bearing was had, when she testi
fied, and she was put in there in 1904, so that she had been there 
approximately two years. 

Four months after that hearing you and your mother were released 
by order of the court, were you not? 

Miss CoaBE'l'T. I was. 
Mr. BLANTON. And, altogether, yon and JC)Ur mother were kept in 

St. Elizabeths two years and four months, were you not? 
Miss CORBETT. Two years and four months. 
Mr. BLANTON. Were you insane at any time during that two years 

and four months you were in St. Elizabeths? 
Miss CORBETT. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. You knew what you were doing all the time? 
Miss CoRBWI"T. I attended to everything myself. 
Mr. BLANTON. You took care of your poor sick mother, who got sick 

from the shock of taking her out there? 
Miss CoRBETT. She had a stroke the next morning when she got a 

letter from Doctor Hamlin speaking as though she was in a summer 
resort. 

Mr. BLANTON. And ;rou waited on her and cared for her? 
Miss CORBETT, I took almost entire charge of her. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, is it not a fact, Miss Corbett, that before they 

had that congressional investigation you applied for a writ of habeas 
corpus before the court down there and that Mr. Fenning appeared 
there and kept you and your mother from putting on witnesses and 
having a hearing, is not that a fact? 

Miss CoRBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. When they did not allow you to put wltnesses on. 

I am not talking about the time the court discharged you ; I am talking 
about the first time, before they had the congressional bearing. 

Miss COBBE'rl'. The very first time we had no one to represent us. 
Mr. BLANTON, Is it not a fact that yon did not have any lawyer 

then? 
Ki88 CORBETT. No. 

THESE TWO LADIES R»ALLY HAD BWN KIDNAPED 

Mr. BLANTON. Just tell what happened that evening. Did you and 
your mother know you were going to be put in St. Ellzabeths? 

Miss CoRBETT. Why, we never had the faintest idea of such a thing. 
Mr. BLANTOS. You had no notice or warning of tt'l 
Miss CoRRETT. None whatever. 
Mr. BLANTON. Where were you and your mother when the patrol 

wagon drove up to the door 'l 
Miss CORBETT. I was lying down in one room and my mother was 

lying down in another. 
Mr. BLANTON. When the wagon came, what did they do ; just tell 

exactly what they did 'l 
Miss CORBIIlTT. Some one rang the bell. I went to the door and there 

was a tall woman standing at the door and she stared me right in the 
face and wanted to know if any one was sick in the house. I said no, 
there was no one sick in the house. Sbe said, "Have you had a nurse?" 
I said, "What would we have a nurse for?" Then she pushed herself 
right In and before I knew it, there were several private detectives and 
Doctor Burette, also a member of the Church of the Covenant, a homeo
pathic physician, and she came in and said we were to be taken over to 
St. Elizabeths. I could not understand it. I said, " I would like to 
telegraph to my uncle," who was in Philadelphia, "General Hood"; 
also I would like to speak to the neighbor next door, and also to Mr. 
Linton, on the square above. They would not let me speak to anybody ; 
they would not even allow me to change my clothes or to dress. My 
mother did change hers, and she did pick up her watch and chain. And 
this woman just treated me as if I was a convict. She stayed right by 
me all the time. 

Mr. BLANTON. ·was there a colored policeman in the patrol wagon? 
Miss CORBETT. Oh, yes ; there was a big colored policeman sitting be-

side us. 
Mr. BLANTON. He sat beside you when they put you in the patrol 

wagon? 
Miss CORBETT. Yes; and this other woman was on the end and the 

colored policeman was in the center of the patrol. 
Mr. BLANTON. They would not even let you confer with anybody? 
Miss CoRBETT. They would not let us confer with no one. 
Mr. BLANTON. But they took you out and made you leave all of your 

things there just like they were when they came? 
Miss CORBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was in Eckington, was it not? 
Miss CORBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You and your mother had formerly had a home np near 

Dupont Circle, had you not 'l 
Miss CORBETT. No ; on M Street. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not your father- had died a few years 

preceding that over in Virginia. 
Miss ConRiilTT. He had. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he ha-d left an estate of about $75,000'1 
Miss COBBnT. Yes. 
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Mr. BLANi'ON. And the execuh:ir was the one w:ho $old )'Otlr hOme an 

M Street? 
Miss CoRBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then you and your m~ther were forced to go and live 

in Eckington 'l 
Miss CoRBETT. We were. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, who sold all of those things you and your 

mother had in that house in Eckington? 
Miss CoRBETT. Mr. Fenning. 
:Mr. BLANTON. Among those things w-ere a lot of your personal 

belongings? 
Miss CORBETT. There were. 
Mr. BLANTON. Belonging to you? 
Miss CORBETT. Yes. · 
Mr. BLANTON. There was a valuable painting you had there worth 

how much? 
Miss CORBE'l'T. There were a great many valuable paintings, but there 

was one that was a marine painting and wa:s worth .$1,500. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Many of the things you had ln there were heirlooms 

in your family of yours and your .mother's? 
Miss CoRBET'!'. Yes. This was a very ·small house, an.d it was 

crowded with heavy thing's that were not appropriate to the house, but 
we kept them. 

Mr. · BLANTON. Your family had been a well-to-do family over in 
VirginJa until your father's death? 

1\Uss COBBETT. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, how much were all those things sold for by Mr. 

Fenning-yours and your mother's, too? 
Miss COBBETT. Well, ·One newspaper notice S&id about $600.~ another 

one about $400. 
Mr. DYER. Have you the records in the case? ~ 

Mr. BL.ANTON. It was around $500. 
That is true and coN·ect, is it; everything yon state there you had 

in that house? 
Miss CORBETT. Yes. 

List of pers~l p·roperty 'belm~ing to Miss Oornelia · OoriJett -

[From court records] 

Music cabinet -------------------------------~----
l\liiBic chair and cushion--------------------------------Violin ________ :_ _______________ .:_ _____________ ;.. _______ _ 

Estey organ---------------------------------------~~
Music books -------------------------------------------Old mahogany chest of drawers _________________________ _ 
Little sewing chair ____________________________ .::_-______ _ 
Small oak table--------------------~-_: _______________ _ 
Office table --------------------------------------------
Hand-carved brackeL-----------------------------------
Brackets (hand carved), heads of Grant ·and Colfax_ ___ .:,_..;_ 
Library table, solid cherry-----------------------------
Satinwood writing desk and contents-------------------
VValnut bedroom set------------------------~------------
Mattresses---------------~---------------------~-----
4 pairs feather pillows~., 2 bolsters------------------
Lamp with bisque shaae---------------------------------
Bookcase __ ---________ -------------------__ ----------__ 
Bookcase made from wood on Grandfather C.'s farm_ _______ _ 
Books-----------------------~-----------------------
Portrait of Grandfather Hood--------------------------
Portrait of Grandmother CorbetL------------------------Portrait of Maie Van Slyke ___________________________ _ 
Oil painting, "Indian Vespers"------------------------
Oil painting by R. Turner, "Four-DYile Run"-------------
011 painting by R. Turner, "1\Iarine--Venetian scene"-----
VVater color by R. Turner, "Cloisters Court"----------
Small oil painting of mine------------------------------
Placques, panels, etc., and screeD-·----------------------Framed phot~of. Napoleon ______________________________ _ 
Crayon head KlSmeL----------------------------
Steel engravings-5 in all-4 at $60 apiece and 1 at $50--
Bronzes, " Mercury and Iris "----------------------------
Bric-a-brnc--------------------------------------------
Sardine dish-silver plated----------------------------
Silver tea seL----------------------------------------
Sllver ice set------------------------------------------
Bl·ass candlestieksl snuffers, and traY-----------------
Bras~ and irons, snovels, and tongs---------------------
China and glass pieces---------------------------------
Chests containing art materials--------------------------
2 woven coverlets ____ ------_-------------------------__ 2 silk quilts, unfinished _____________________________ _ 
Large sofa pillOW---------------------------------------Britannia ware communion ·set and plates ________________ _ 
Brass comb, tray, and brush---------------------------
Old carved chair and sofa-rare---------------------
Old stone jar-----------------------------------------
Mink muff and stole with tails--------------------------
Silver beaver muff-------------------------------
Felt hat--------------------------------------------
Several cloth skirts-------------------------------------
2 crocheted afghans-----------------------------------
Plaid shawl--new--------------------------------------

$32.00 
12. 00 
45.00 

450.00 
10.00 
30.00 
. 7. 00 

1.00 
4.75 
3.00 

10.00 
3.1. 00 
13.00 

100.00 
1.4.00 
11.00 
18.00 
50.00 
15.00 

500.00 
150.00 
100.00 

25.00 
200.00 

10.00 
1,500.00 

75.00 
---75-'oo 

1.50 
2. 00 

290.00 
87.00 

100. 00 
2.00 

75.00 
30.00 
7.00 

10.00 

40.00 
10.00 
5.00 

15.00 
3. 00 

100.00 
25.00 
20.00 

8. 00 
3.00 
7.00 
6.00 
6.00 

Remember that Fenning sold all of the above and all of her 
mother's household effects for only $500. 

Mr. DYlilR. Afterwards, you instituted a suit at law against Mr. Fen
ning for damages on account of the loss which ,you claim you sustained 
from his action in disposing of certain pr~perty belonging to you or 
your mother; is that truei 

.Miss CORBETT. To myself. 
1\Ir. DYER. And secured judgment against him for some amounti 
MiSs CoRBETT. A very small amount. 
Mr. BLANTON. About four hundred dollars and something? 
:rtfiss CoRBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. So that when you were taken out of it you left every

thing you possessed in that house? 
Miss CORBETT. Everything. 
Mr·. BLA:-I'TON. And you sa.y Mr. FenDing took charge of it and he 

sold it? 
Miss CORBETT. Eva-ything. 
Mr. BLANTON. And after tbe hearing before the congressiona'J. com

mittee in ' 1906, shortly therelifter, Judge McNeil, without your having 
employed hlm at that time, took it upon himself to get you out, did 
be not? 

Miss CORBEft. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Just from his knowledge of" ~hat occutted in that 

hearing? 
Miss CoR:BETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he tiled an application for a writ of habeas corpus 

before the court and you and your mother were brought before the 
court'? 

Miss CORBETT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you were released? 
Miss CORB!:'l."r. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. With regard to your mother's mind, was she any more 

insane when she was placed in that asylum than she was when she was 
turned loose? 

Miss CORBETT. She was not~ she had a remarka'ble mind. 
Mr. BLA..>iTON. She had a remarkable mind? 
Miss CORBETT. A wonderful mlnd. 
Mr. BLANTO.N. And when y~m and your mother were taken out to 

St. Elizabeths that evening, without notice, she was just as sane then 
as she was when she was discharged by the eourt? 

Miss c0:RBETT. Yes, sir; exactly. ' · 
Mr. Br-ANTON. And all the time she was there, even when you say she 

was paralyzed 1rom the shock of being taken out there, state whether 
or not she was sane duri.ng all of her stay in St. Elizabeths. 

Miss CORBIITT. She was. 
Mr. BLANTON. Perfectly s~ne; she · knew everything she was doing, 

and. so on'? 
1\fiss CoRBETT. She did. 
M:r. ·'BLAN'TOY. VVhat eft'ect did that have on your mother, taking her 

to St. Elizabeths at that tlme, in June, 1904? 
Miss CORBETT. Well, it materially shortened her l~e. 

LOGUE IDJUDaED SANE AFTJ!lR SIX YEARS' IMPRISQNllfEN'I' 

· ·In the :first bearing Ju<4,ae Thomas testified : 
In the Logue case Mr. Fenning's attitude has not been one such as 

an ordinary committeeman would show. He-placed eveTy obstacle and 
delay 11~ -could to investigating the man's sanity. VVhen Mr. Logue 
wus brought into court Mr. Fenning opposed it and wanted a con
tinuance. He got a continuance, and then ~till another continuance. 
Then when he was finally discharged I demanded final account of Mr. 
Fenning, so that Mr. Logue could have his money. Mr. Fenning de-
mur~ and said that he should have 30 days. But I said, "This man 
has no money; in 30 -days he will starve." So the matter went over, 
and in several weeks we got it up. .Judge Stafford said to Mr. Fen
ning, " This money belongs to this man ; be is .entitled to it ; and I 
o.rder you to pay down $200 cash now to him, and then you can deter
mine the rest." As to the rest of that money, six months have gone 

. by and delays have been put in the way. W.e ha>e brought proceedings 
to recover the money, and Mr. Fenning has questioned the law, and 
the man has not got his money ye4 and I do not know that be will 
ever get it. 

CHARGE NO. 27 

I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning is now holding in St. Elliza
beths Hospital Lleut. F. D. Allen, who is sane, and that said Fenning 
is squandering his property. 

I have ah·eady called attention to Fenning's letter: 
Mrs. FLORENCE PICKRELL, 

~1 Twentv-ttfth Btreet, Newport Netos, Va. 
DEAR MRs. PICKRELL : The case of your brother, Francis D. Allen, 

came on for hearing yesterday morning. Every effort was made to 
convince the court that he was of unsound mind, but without avail, and 
the matter went over for two weeks. VVhen the case is heard Fl'iday, 
November 6, 192.5-, I will further advise you in the premises. 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. FEN~HNG. 

It took him nearly a month to convince the court that Allen 
was insane, when . Allen had no one to represent him. And you 
will remember Allen's testimony before our committee, and that 
after this hearing he secured a writ of habeas corpus and was 
~charged by jhe court ~s having nothing the matter with him. 

' 
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And I have already quoted the evidence showing how Fenning 
squandered his property. 

CHARGJI . NO. 28 
l 

Mr. BLANTO '. On that date, June 12, 1925, was there a law that 
prevented parking between Fourteenth and Fifteenth Streets on New 
York Avenue in force and etrect? 

I charge that in each of his cases said Frederick A. Fenning charges 
against biB ward's estate a notary fee, in each and all of the many 
papers he must file under oath, when such notary is an employ~ of 
his law omce and such fees are allowed by the court when they are 
not proper fees. 

MISS HilLEN A. LA SANO TESTIFIED 

Mr. BLA:fl'ON. You ha>e been in Mr. Fenning's employ for bow long? 
Mis LA SA~O. Over six years. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, I notice from inspecting numerous papers in 

the court, numerous lunacy papers, and several probate papers in the 
register of wills' office and some other law papers, that you take a 

, great many acknowledgments in Mr. Fenning's office--that is a fact? 
Miss LA SANO, Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And I notice notarial fee vouchet·s to you in many 

cases, a good many of them. You are the same Helen A. La Sano 
to whom those vouchers were issued? 

Miss LA SANO. I know of no other. 
Mr. BLANTON. Miss La Sano, what salary does Mr. Fenning pay 

you now? 
Miss LA SANO. $1,~40 a year. 
Mr. BLANTON, What did you· start in on six years ago! 
Miss LA SANO. $1,340. 
Mr. BLANTON. When did you get the $100 raise? 
Miss LA SANO. After I bad been there a year. 
Mr. BLANTON, Then, for the last five years you have received $1,440 

a year? · 
Miss LA SANo. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, in addition - to that, are you allowed all the 

notary fees you make? 
Miss LA SANO. I most assuredly am. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then you get all the notat·r. fees you_ inake! 
Miss LA SANO. Exactly, . 

MISS LA SANO COULD COMMAND $3,000 SALARY 

, Miss La Sano is an able, efficient, valuable legal secretary 
and law stenographer assistant. She does all of Fenning's steno
graphic work. She prepares all of his legal papers. She 
attends to having all legal notices advertised. She is an expert. 
She does his work, which brings in to Fenning from $15,000 to 
$25,000 per year fees additional to the salary of $7,500 he drew 
as commissioner. She could easily command $3,000 salary. 
There are many such secretaries in Washington less efficient 
who receive $3,000. Yet, Frederick Fenning paid her only 
$1,440 and gave her his notary fees, all of which came out of 
the estates of his several hundred helpless wards. 

I introduced in evidence the original court papers in scores 
of cases showing that when fiJing his annual account in each 
case Fenning would charge against his ward notarial fe~ 
for tl1e numerous papers he would each year swear to before 
his own office stenographer, in each case, and he would have I' 

tJ_:le court allow him such sums out of his wards' estates, and 
then ,he would pay eame to 1\fiss La Sano, thus making his 
helpless wards pay a good part of his secretary's salary. 

CHARGE NO. 29 

29. I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning uses his said office of 
Commissioner of the District of Columbia for his own selfish benefit 
and advantages, and that he exercises his power in an arbitrary and 
tyrannical manner, evidenced by his wrongful demotion of Inspector 
Albert J. Headley and punishing omcer Gore for doing his .duty. 

POLICEM..L'i GORE TESTIFIED 
1\Ir. BL.L~TON. Officer, state your name. 
Mr. GoRE. Marshall R. Gore. 
Mr. BLANTO:N. Talk out distinctly. You are a member of the lfetro

politan police force? 
Mr. GoRE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. In June, 1925, what department of the Metropolitan 

police force were you in ? 
1\-Ir. Gonl:!l, Tra.ffic Bureau. 
Mt·. BLANTO:N.- You were a traffic officer? 
Mr. GonE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. On June 5, 1925, it is admitted that Mr. Fenning 

~ecame a Commissioner of the District and was in charge of the 
1)olice d{'partment. On June 12-after that, June 12, 1925, between 
8 and 9 o'clock in the morning, where was your beat? 

Mr. GORE. New York Avenue between Fourteenth and Fifteenth 
Streets. 

Mr. BLANTON. On New York Avenue between Fourteenth and Fif-
t£-enth. Is the Evans Building situated there?-

Mr. GoRE. About in the middle of the block, on the south side. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is where Mr. Fenning has bls law office? 
Mr. Gon:m. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GonE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Wbat were your duties, officer, with respect to 

cars you might find parked between 8 and 9 o'clock-8 and 9.15 in 
the morning? 

Mr. GoRE. It was to cite them before the judge at the poHce court. 
1\-Ir. BLANTON. State whether or not you saw a Cadillac car that 

morning with license No. 2 on it? 
Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLL'iTON. Between 8 and 9 o'clock? 
Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA."'"TON. What time did you see it? 
Mr. GORil. About 8.25. 
Mr. BLANTON. About 8.2G 'l 
Mr. GORE. Yes, Sir, 

Mr. BLANTON. Where was the car? 
Mr. GORE. In front of the Evans Building. 
Mr. BLANTON. Who was driving it? 
Mr. GORE. A colored chauffeur. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was there anybody else in the car? 
Mr. GoRE. A lady in the rear seat. 

. · Mr. BLANTON. When you saw that car there, state whether or not 
any newspaper reporters made any complaint to you about it? 

Mr. GoRE. Well, the city editor of the Baltimore Sun in an office 
close by, and several business men on the block, said to me-

Mr. DYER. Now, officer, we do not care to hear what somebody else 
said to you, but did S()mebody make a complaint or wa.S your attention 

· directed to the car? 
Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And what did .YOU do 'f 
Mr. GORE. I approached the chautreur and said, "Buddy, there is no 

parking here; you will bave to move around the block." 
Mr. BLANTO:N. Tell exactly what he said. 
Mr. GoRE. He said, " No, -lndeea ; I don't have to moTe anywhe1·e:• 

He said it was Commissioner Fenning's car and he bad been ordered 
by the commissioner to stay there until he came out. 
. Mr. BLANTON. And he told you he was not going to move' 

Mr. GoRE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA...;.,-TON. Were you ordered down there before Inspector Headley 

that day? 
Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA.NTO:N. What time that day! 
Mr. GoR-.:. Abont 1 o'clock. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did Inspector Headley do when you wf'nt down 

there? 
'Mr. GoRE. He says, ''What trouble have you and the commissiol!{'r 

been into?" and I told him, and be says, " Well, I bave been ordered by 
the commissioner, through the major, the then acting majot• anu super
intendent, to severely reptimand you," and he said, "You consider 
yourself severely reprimanued." 

Mr. BLANTO:s-. And you were; you did consider yourself severelf 
reprimanded ? 

Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
POLICiil CAl'T. ALB.lilRT J. HEADLEY TF:S'riFIXD 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name ta Albert J. Headley? 
llr. HEADLEY. Yes, sir. 
!_Ir. BLANTON. Until June 19, 1925, you were an inspector in the 

Metropolitan police department? 
Mr. HEADLEY, Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And on that day you were demoted to a captaincy-end 

sent to the Fourth precinct? 
Mr. HEADLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Inspector, the evidence shows that Mr. Frederick A. 

Fenning became commissioner on June 7, 1925. On June 12, 1925, about 
a week after he became commissioner, were you ordered to do anything 
with regard to an officer named Gore? 

1\-Ir. HEADLEY. To reprimand Officer Gore. 
Mr. DYER. What did the inspector say to you? 
Mr. HEADLEY. He said, "Inspector, Commissioner Fenning has com

plained about the action of Officer Gore on New York Avenue tor & 

conversation he had with Commissioner Fenning's driver. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you were ordered to reprimand Officer Gore? 
Mr. HEADLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. State whether or not you did reprimand him. 
Mr. HEADLEY. 1 did. 
Mr. BLANTON. What happened to you a week later, InE~pector, on 

June 19, 1925? 
Mr. HEADLEY. I was demoted from inspector of traffic to a captaincy. 
Mr. BLANTON, Why? 
Mr. HEADLEY. I do not know. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was any reason givenl 
Mr. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
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Mr. BLANTO.X. Did you ever bear of an Inspector having been demoted 

to a captaincy in the Metropolitan police department? · 
Mr. HEADLEY. Not in 30 years. 
Mr. BLA...'iT<>N. You have been on the force how long? 
:Mr. IIEADLEY. If I stay there until the 1st of July, 1t will be 31 

years. 
MJ.·. BLANTON. Has any reason ever been given by Mr. Fenning or 

anybody else for demoting you? 
Mr. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know why you were demoted? 
Mr. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. PEBLMAN. Were any charges preferred against you? 
Mr. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. PERLMAN. Were you told that you were under charges? 
:M:r. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. PERLMAN. Have you ever made inquiry why you were demoted? 
Mr. HEADLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. PERLMAN. Could you find out wby? 
Mr. HEADLEY. I did not attempt. I got orders and obeyed them. 
1\fr. BLANTON. Inspector, you lost bow much by being demoted? 
l\Ir. HEADLEY. $250 _a year salary. 
Mr. BLANTON. And bow much allowance? 
Mr. HEADLEY. There was $480 allowed for an automobile. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then all together it is $710? 
Mr. HEADLliJY. $730. 
Mr. BLANTON. I mean it is $730 a year lost to you 1n salary &nd 

allowance? 
Mr. HEADLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr.' BLAN:TON. You say you have been there 30 years? 
Mr. HEADLEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLL"'<TON. You will soon be eligible for retirement? 
Mr. HEADLEY. When I beeome incapacitated. 
Mr. BLA."<TTN. So far as your age or physical ability Is conceruecl, 

what is your physical situation now? · Are you in good physical shape 
or not? 

Mr. HEADLEY. Two months ago I was examined by the board of sur
geons, and they said I was physically perfect. 

Mr. BLANTON. Physically perfect. You are now in charge ot a pre-
cinct here as captain? 

Mr. HEADLEY; Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many men are under you? 
Mr. HEADLJ:Y. Ninety-one. 

And then I proved by Commissioners Bell and Rudolph that 
it was Commissioner Fenning who had Headley demoted from 
an inspector to a captain. 

WHAT COMMISSIONER RUDOLPH TOLD CHAIRMAN RAYNER 
Mr. RAYl'fER. Mr. Rudolph told. me that the demotion of Mr. Headley 

was all wrong and never should have been done, and that if the Presi
dent of the United States asked him the same question his answer 
would be the same. 

HEADLEY RESTORED 

Albert J. Headley had been a splendid, faithful officer for 30 
years with a spotless record. I demanded of Fenning that he 
right' this wrong. He refused. But after I forced Fenning to 
resign I have succeeded in persuading the present commis
sioners to restore, and he is now an inspector again. Concern
ing same Mr. A. H. Cannon wrote me: 

MY DEAR Mn. BLANTON : In securing the reinstatement of Inspector 
Headley I believe you have accomplished something that will add to 
your already long list of accomplishments for the public good, 

Similar letters have been received from several hundred 
people, among whom are the following : 

J. B. Ullman, 407 Seventh Street NW.; Philip Milstone, 825 Thir
teenth Street NW.; Mrs. T. S. Boyd, 639 F Street SW.; John H. 
Paynter, 717 Florida Avenue NW.; Earl I. Klein, 1140 Twenty-first 
Street NW.; Morris Hahn, R. T. Cab Co.; Kenneth M. Livingstone, 
American Building; F. W. Niles, Royal Blue Motor Co.; John T. 
Maginnis, 1307 D Street NE.; Emil Spahn, 1023 Sixth Street SW.; 
D. L. Selke, Mills Building; Lawrence Gassenheimer, The Green Line; 
Attorney John C. Foster; Fred J. White, Iron Works; Milton S. Kron
heim; George W. Harvel, 2109 Half Street BW.; Abe M. Hanline, 508 
West Fayette Street, Baltimore; M. Perot, president Southern Dairi.es; 
James Trimble, vice president, National Bank of Washington; Fred A. 
Maltby, Blaek & White Express; B. E. McCann, Hyattsville; Mary W. 
Shankle, 316 Fourteenth Place NEl.; George E. Harding, Neumeyer 
Motor Co.; J. Miller Kenyon, Evans Building; S. H. Thompson, 1319 
F Street NW.; Attorney Timothy J. Hart; Rev •. Jo.bn E. Briggs; 
D. J. Gibson, 109 First Street SW.; Madison Carroll, manager the 
Mode; Jos. F. Randall, Albee Building; Henry Braxton, secretary 
citizens' association; G. B. Casassa, 1400 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.; 
W. L. Peak, commander President's Own Garrison, No. 104, Army and 
Navy Union; J. P. Story, jr., 812 Seventeenth Street ::ti.TW.; Ellizabet}l J. 
Riley, 221 Eighth Street SW.; Jas. R. Ryan, United States Customs 
Court, New York. 

I have mentioned just enough of these writers and their ad
dresses to show that they are representative citizens, and that 
Fenning's cruel act was deemed a wrong agaiilst the public. 

CHARGE NO. 30 

I charge that on February 12, 1926, said Frederick A. FenDing 
wrongfully and without cause, but for the selfish purpose of giving. a 
$2,100 position to his prospective son-in-law, nr. Floyd McJ. Allen, 
forced out of office Dr. C. J. Murphy, and put in his place the said 
Allen, as a police and fire surgeon of the District. 

Dr. C. J. Murphy testified in person before the Judiciary, but, 
to save space, I quote his affidavit: 

I, Dr. C. J. Murphy, being duly sworn, upon my oat h state: For 
over four years I have been a member of the board of pollee and fire 
surgeons of the District of Columbia; about six months before Com
missioner Fenning entered office the board had caused Dr. Floyd McJ. 
Allen to discontinue services he was rendering at clinics because of 
his inattention, and we seeured Dr. R. L. De Saussure, a nose and 
throat specialist, at $1 per year, to attend clinics and do the work 
Doctor Allen had been doing, with the understanding that pay work 
should go to him, which amounted to several hundred dollars a year; 
shortly after Commissioner Fenning went into office our board received 
notice that all pay work should be sent to Doctor Allen ; when some 
of such pay work continued on to Doctor De Saussure a second notice 
came from the District Building to our board that all pay work must 
go to Doctor Allen; it was common knowledge that Doctor Allen was 
waiting on a daughter of CommisSioner Fenning as her suitor ; about 
February 5, 1926, Doctor Allen advised me that he was going to get 
appointed on our board, and he asked me if I knew which one of us 
was to be left out ; on February 11, 1926, I was called by Commissioner 
FenDing to his office and he advised me that it was necessary to have 
a nose and throat man on the board ; I told him that we bad the 
services already of Doctor De Saussure at $1 per year and that he was 
costing the police and firemen only about $300, and it seemed useless 
to put a $2,1_00 man on the boar4; I knew by his manner that be had 
called me there to fire me; I said : "You can't ask for my resignation 
because I am going to band it to you first." He said, " Can you have 
it here by to.morrow morning?" I said yes, and asked him if there was 
any charges against me ·and he said none whatever. I took him my 
resignation. the. next morning and found that he .had prepare<! already 
the appointment of Doctor Allen in my place, nnd that evening the 
press reported that I .had r~igned and that Doctor Allen had been 
appointed in my place. 

C. J. MURPHY, M. D. 
Sworn to 

A. D. 1926. 
(SEAL.] 

and BU.bscribed before me on this the 19th day of April. 
Given under my hand cd seal of office. 

JOHN A.NDREWS, 
Notarv P'llblic in ana for the Disttict o( OoZumbia. 

CHARGE NO. 31 • 

I charge that in February, 1926, said Frederick A. Fennlng, in order 
to promote one of his friends, wrongfully retired on pay of $100 per 
month for life Sergt. Robert E. Lee, a physical giant, 6 feet 2 inches 
tall, 55 years old, weighing 225 pounds, who for four years bad not 
missed a day for sickness, and concerning whom all of his brother 
officers testified there was no better man on the foree, and that said 
Fenning arbitrarily refused to grant a proper hearing on the matter, 
requested by a Member of Congress. 

SERGT. ROBERT II. LEI!l TESTIFIED 
Mr. BLANTON. You are how old? 
Mr. LEE. Fifty-five. 
Mr. BLANTON. You weigh bow much? 
Mr. LEE. Two hundred and twenty-five. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are how tall? 
Mr. LEE. Six feet two and a half. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have been in the Metropolitan police how long? 
Mr. LEE. About 32 years. 
Mr. BLANTON, You were retired when? 
Mr. LEE. The 1st of March. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, when you were o1·dered retired and ordered to 

keep off of your beat, bow many years had it been since yon had been 
absent on sick leave? 

Mr. LEE. Nearly four years. 
Mr. BLANTON. You bad not been absent on sick leave for nearly four 

years up to that time? 
Mr. LEE. Approximately four years. 
Mr. BLANTON. Are you able to perform the duties of your oftl.ce? 
Mr. LEE. Absolutely. 
Mr. BLANTON. Physically and mentally? 
Mr. LEE. Absolutely, · 
Mr. BLANTON. Were you retired. with your consent or against you.r 

consent? 
Mr. LEE. Against my consent. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much loss does It cost you a _montb in salary to

be retired? 
Mr. Ln. One hundred dollars. 
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Mr. BLA~TO~. One hundred dollars a month 'l 
Mr. LEE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAN"TO:>~. At the time you were retired, Sergeant, did you have 

a son in the university trying to get an education? 
Mr. LEE. I had a boy in Georgetown University and I had a girl in 

high school. I had a house I had not paid for, and requested them to 
let me stay a little while. 

Mr. BLA 'TON. You wanted to allow your son to finish his education? 
Mr. LEE. He was three years there in Georgetown. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Now I want to read from the testimony in this 

case. 

Then I read the testimony; showing that before the retiring 
board Assistant Superintendent Evans, Capt. Ira Sheetz, Capt. 
C. E. Flatber, Lieut. l\1. L. Ready, and Inspector E. W. Brown 
all testified that Lee was one of the best, most reliable, and 
efficient officers on the force, and that he was in e-very way, 
physically and mentally, able to perform his duties . . 

Yet }"'enning bad him retired, and refused to give a rehear
ing, and the following are some of the ridiculous questions that 
were asked Lee : 

Q. Are you married ?-A. Oh, yes. 
Q. I s your wife living?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was your wife's maiden name ?-A. Emma V. Slater. 
Q. What does the V. stand for?-A. Vera. 
Q. Where was she born ?-A. Washington. 
Q. Do you know the date?-A. No,....sir. 
Q. How old is she?~A. She is about a couple of years younger than 

I am. 
Q. When were yon married ?-A. I couldn't tell you the year. 
Q. How long have you been married ?-A. Twenty-six or twenty. 

seven years. 
Q. Where were you married ?-A. Baltimore. 
Q. Do you remember the name of the miJ:!ister?-A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. What was it ?-A. Freas, I think. 
Q. What is the denomination ?-A. I don't remember. 

CHABGE NO. 32 

I charge that on March 3, 1926, said Frederick A. Fenning wrong
ful1y removed from office Dr. Edward Comstock Wilson, the hero of 
Knickerbocker Theater, as medical inspector of schools, for the selfish 
and wrongful purpose of putting in his place an old friend of Dr. 
William A. White, who is 73 years of age, sfmply because when said 
White and Fenning were under fit·e in a congressional investigation in 
1906 this now 73-year old doctor then sympathized with them. 

DB, Ji!DW ABO COMSTOCK WILSON TESTIFIED 

Mr. BLANT0.:-1. You have been a physicinn how long, doctor! 
Doctor WILSON. Seventeen years. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are a graduate of what institution 'I 
Doctor WILSON. George Washington University. 
Mr. BLANTON. When Mr. Fenning became commissioner on June 5, 

1925, how long had you been school physician then? 
Doctor WILSON. Going on seven years; something like that. I do 

not know the exact date of the appointment. 
Mr. BLANTON. Are you the same Dr. Edward C. Wilson who officiated 

at the Knickerbocker Theater disaster? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You worked there all of that night and most of the 

next day saving people who were hurt there, did you not, Doctor? 
Doctor WILSON. AU through the night. 
Mr. BLANTON. You worked there all that night In the freezing 

weather and snow, did you not? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You amputnted a man's arm, did you not, Doctor, 

that night? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, Sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you were there all the next day untU 3 o•clock? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you never got a cent of money for it? 
Doctor WILSON. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Doctor, at any time this year did Mr. Frederick 

A. Fenning give any notice to you about asking for your resignation? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. When was 1t? 
Doctor WILSON. I think the date was February 28. It was on a 

Thursday. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did he say to you 1 
'Doctor WILSON. Well, I got word about 1 o'clock to be at hls office 

in the ·District Building between 2 and 3 and I got there about 2.30. I 
was ushered into the office; Mr. FenDing spoke to me and stated that be 
had sent for me to come down. He said that he wanted me to feel 
there was nothing personal in what he was going to say to me and 
that there were no charges against me; but that he had worked out a 
plan of reorganization of the medical inspection service, which he had 
been· working on, I think he said, for about two months, and he would 
have to insist oa my resignation the next mornin&, to ~ tn his banda 

by 10 o'clock. • • • "I want to have it here by 10 o'clock to
morrow, and yon can state that owing to the increase of your private 
practice you find you are unable to take care of the medical school 
work." I told him that I could not make a statement of that kind, 
because it would not be true. I think I used the words, " If I made a 
statement of that kind, it would be a lie." 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you tell him you would resign? 
Doctor WILSON. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you resign? 
Doctor Wrr.soN. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did he do about it? 
Doctor WILSON". He removed me. 
Mr. DYER. Did it give any reasons? You need not state what was 

1n it, but did it give any reasons? 
Doctor WILSON. No ; there were no reasons in it; just " Edward 

C. Wilson, removed," for some term used in the law ; I do not know 
what. 

Mr. DYER. Were any charges preferred against you, either in writing 
or orally? 

Doctor WrLso:s. No, sir. 
Mr. BLA:>~TON. Do you know whom he appointed in your place? 
Doctor "'rr.soN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA~TON. Who was it? 
Doctor WILSO.:>~. Dr. Samuel S. Adams. 
Mr. BLA~TO:\' . This is the report of the nnniversary dinner given 

to this Dr. Samuel Shugart Adams, which says that Mr. Frederick 
A. Fenning was there as one of tbe guests and that Samuel Shugart 
Adams wa s there and Dr. William A. White was there, and I am 
going to quote an excerpt from a speech that Dr. William . A. White 
made that night. 

And I presented to the committee Doctor White's speech, in 
which he said that when he and Penning were under fire during 
the investigation in 1906 Dr. Samuel S. Adams gave them com
fort and friendship. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, you do know, Doctor, that since tbis investi
gation has taken place it bas been held that Doctor Adams, because 
he is 73 years old, was unqualified to take the position and has been 
removed; do not you know that? 

Mr. HOGAN. Are you asking now for something he read in the 
newspapers? 

Mr. Dna. Do you know this doctor referred to by Judge BLANTON 
Doctor Adams, who took your place? 

Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DYER. Do you know about how old a man he is? 
Doctor WILSON. I think he is going on 74; I think he is 73. I think 

he was born · in 1852. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know whether or not he has been removed 

since Mr. Fenning had him appointed because of his age? 
Doctor WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOGAN. He is a very old man, but a man of the finest reputa

tion, is he not? 
M.r. WILSON. Yes. 
Mr. BLA)ITON. Just as good as any 73-year-old doctor could be. 

[Laughter.] 
CH.ARGII NO. 33 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning and Dr. William A. 
White a.re jointly interested in certain financial investments together, 
and in February, 1920, carried a partnership account in the Washington 
Loan & Trust Co., and that their relation is such that neither can 
render to the publlc that quality of service to which the public is en
titled. 

I have ah·eady quoted from the sworn testimony of both Dr. 
William A. White and Frederick A. Fenning showing they ad
mitted that for years they had carried on partnership transac
tions in financial matters, that they had carried joint bank ac
counts, and were still partners. Hence I will not repeat such 
evidence here. 

CHABGJII NO. 3' 

I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has made a deliberate 
attempt to deceive Congress when in said prepared statement he denied 
the report which the Veterans' Bureau inspector, Dr. Henry Ladd 
Stickney, filed with the bureau on April 26, 1924, wherein Doctor Stick
ney charged that said Fenning "constantly opposes the transfer of bfs 
wards from St. Elizabeths Hospital," and I charge that tor over three 
years said Fenning has refused to turn over to Mrs. Eliza Lee, the legal 
guardian of the person and estate of her son, Roley Lee, her said son, 
but withholds him .from her, and that said Fenning has already received 
in his fees and commissions the sum of $1,155.27 from the estate of 
said Roley Lee, who was shell shocked in France and is a World War 
veteran. 

When in his unsworn, specially p1·epared statement that he 
sent to Chairman MADDEN to have printed in the RECORD as his 
defense said Fredel'ick A. Fenning denied the StickneY-- report, 
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he did ·not realize that I would be prepared to produce before 
the committee said original report and authenticate same 'I?Y 
Doctor Stickney himself. 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is Dr. Henry Ladd Stickn-ey? 
Doctor STICKl\"EY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are a physician employed by the United States 

Veterans' Bureau? 
Doctor STICKNilY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are now in charge of a hospital in Massachusetts? 
Doctor STICKNIIY. Rutland Heights, Mass. 
Mr. BLANTON. In April, 1924, you were control officer and doing 

certain investigating wo~·k for t!le United States Veterans' Bureau? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Far the central office .• 
Mr. BLANTON. For the central office of the United States Veterans' 

Bureau? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And in that month, as control officer, you were sent to 

St. Elizabeths Hospital to investigate conditions of bureau patients in 
that hospital? 

Doctor STICK'NIIY. In March, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And on April 24, 1924, you filed your report with the 

Veterans' Bureau? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You reported conditions that you found in St. Eliza

bellis Hospital? 
Doctor STICKNEY. I did . 
Mr. BLANTON. Doctor, did you report those conditions truly, as you 

found them? 
Doctor STICKNEY. As I saw them; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. In one paragraph of your report, to which I have 

ca lled your attention, you state : 
"The control officer learned that Frederick ·A. Fenning, Esq., an 

attorney with offices in the Evans Building, this city, appears to have 
certain privileges and concessions shown him in contacting claimants 
of the bureau in the hospital. and at the present time iB guardian in 
over 100 cases. No criticiSm has been made concerning his gua:rdian· 
ship, except that he does constantly oppose the transfer of his wards 
from St. Elizabeths Hospital to any other hospital outside of his 
jurisdiction." 

Did you investigate that matter before you ma.de this report? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did you find about Mr. Fenning having 100 

bureau wards over there ? 
Doctor STICKNEY. I found that from the record. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did you find about his enjoying certain privi

leges and concessions shown him in contacting claimants of the 
bureau? 

Doctor STICKNEY. That was information given me !rom confidential 
sources. 

Mr. BLANTON. Confidential sources at the hospital? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And nowhere else? 
Doctor STICKNEY. No, sir. 
Mr. BLA!I(""'TON. All the confidential sources you based your opinion 

upon were at the hospital? 
Doctor STICKNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON . .Will you state whether or not this statement that 

you made here iB true, based npon the confidential information you 
obtaiil.ed? 

Doctor STICKNEY. From nll the information given to me I embodied 
1t in the report. 

Mr. BLANTON. As a true statement of the conditions? 
Doctor STICKNEY. What I believed to be a true report. 

AUDITOR'S CERTIFICATE 

The certificate from the auditor of the Supreme Court already 
quoted showed that in the case of Rolly Lee the following com
mi sions were paid to Frederick A. Fenning: $322.95 on March 
7, 1922; $204.22 on February 23, 1923; $204.25 on February 14, 
1924; and $210.81 on l\!arch 17, 1.925~ totaling $942.23. 

EXCERPT FROM HEARINGS 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mrs. Lee, in adclition to the amounts that had 
been paid Mr. Fenning in your son's case, I have the last account that 
he has filed this year, so far, which was audited April 2, 1926. 

And this one shows notarial fees of 50 cents; bond premium allowed 
to the committee, $42.66; commission to committee in accordance with 
the order of court of March 2, 1926, $213.04-making a total allow
ance to the committee of $255.70. That is in addition to the amounts 
that were put in evidence in connection with your direct testimony the 
other day. 

The $942.23 and the $255.70 totals $1,197.93 commissions that 
Fenning received from Rolly Lee's estate before he filed his final 
account, at which time he was allowed an additional $40, which 
makes a total of $1,237.93 commissions he received since 1922 
on this poor shell-shocked soldier's estate. 

DID MORE THAN MY DGTY 

No burden rested upon my shoulders greater than that which 
equally rested upon the shoulders of each of the 434 other 
Congressmen and 96 Senators, and that was to ascertain and 
prevent such awful conditions from existing. In preferring the 
charges it was my duty merely to indicate to the Judiciary 
Committee what were the facts, and then let them develop them. 
But I realized that if I did not develop the facts myself they 
would not be developed, for early in the proceedings I saw poli
tics iniluencing procedure in all three committees, the 'Vol'ld 
War Vet~rans' Committee, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and the Judiciary Committee. It was a prominent, 
influential, rich Republican who was being tried. And certain 
influential Republicans sought to save him. And I reached the 
conclusion that regardless of the nature and quantity of evi
dence I produced there was a bare majority of the committee 
that would refuse to oust Fenning. I therefore knew that to 
force him out I would have to pile up the evidence so strong 
that public sentiment would take a hand. And this I did. Up 
to this time I have quoted just sufficient evidence under each 
charge to convince any fair-minded, unprejudiced, unbiased 
reader of the RECORD that I proved each and every one of the 
34 charges against Fenning by overwhelming evidence. But 
I have quoted only a small part of it. Our hearings before the 
Gibson committee embraced 1,394 printed pages. Our hearings 
before the Judiciary Committee embrace ~.098 printed pages. 
I had no trouble in holding my own with Levi Cooke, Thomas 
B. Littlepage, and Frank J. Hogan, the three distinguished 
lawyers who defended Fenning. From the beginning to the 
ending of the hearings I was continually hamstrung and harassed 
and blocked by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HERSEY] and 
the gentleman from illinois [l\!r. GoRMAN]. Many times they 
objected to evidence which Fenning's counsel did not attempt 
to obstruct. Mr. HERSEY was not even a member of the hear
ings committee, yet he was the only member of the Judiciary 
Committee who attended every session. Besides being brother 
Republicans, Fenning owned and maintained a summer borne up 
in Maine, and this linked them closer together. It is strange 
how the mills of the gods do grind. In the elections that fol
lowed adjournment, Mr. GoRMAN, who _helped block me on the 
Judiciary Committee, and Mr. FAIRCHILD, of New York, who 
helped to block me in the House, and Mr. MoNTGOMERY, of Okla
homa, who helped block things before the Veterans' Committee, 
were all repudiated by their constituents, and kept at home. 

• • • • • • • 
HEBSEY'S UNFAIR ATTEMPT T6 WHITEWASH ll'ENNING 

On July 2, 1926, Mr. HERsEY obtained leave to extend his re
marks, but be waited until Congress adjourned to do it. Then 
he printed in the RECORD the most ridiculous defense of Fenning 
that legal skill, shrewdness, and Yankee ingenuity could devise. 
He eulogized Fenning to the skies. He Ukened him to Christ 
by quoting what Pilate said: 

Behold, I having examined him' before you, have found no fault in this 
man, touching tho.se things whereof ye accuse him. 

And he likened himself to Pilate by declaring : 
I find no fault in him. 

He said that-
the evidence will stand forever as a complete vindication for Colonel 
Fenning. 

And he further said : 
A majority of the committee found that none of the 34 charges of 

impeachment were proven. 

He knew that Congress had adjourned without kicking Fen· 
ning out of office. But he did not tell the public that the 
House of Representatives would have voted to kick him out if 
politics had not prevented Members from having the chance to 
-vote. He knew there would be five months' recess, and he did 
not belie-ve Fenning would be in danger until then, and he was 
trying to create public sentiment for him. He had. his speech 
printed and permitted Fenning to broadcast it throbgh the mails 
under his frank. He quoted the unfair, baseless, misrepresent&., 
tions which Mr. LucE had made of me, which I have already 
mentioned, and also said that I had-

Secured the attendance of two mentally ill men before a committee 
and exposed them to humiliation. 

But he did not tell that one of these men was Frank 
D. Allen, whose sanity I thus established; and he cUd not tell 
that the other waS' Capt. William West, 61 years old, sent to 
St. Elizabeths from the New Orleans Marine Hospital without 
trial or hearing, and whose sanity I thus established; and he did 
not tell that afterwards both of these !Jlen, Allen and West, 
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were adjudged absolutely sane and discharged from St. Eliza· 
-beths 'by·· judgment · of· the· Supreme· Courto of 'the ·District· ot 
. Columbia. - I wish every person in the United States could read 
the testimony of Capt. William West before our Gibson com· 
mittee on pages 883 to 889 of the printed hearings, and learn 
just what horrible treatment is accorded sane men in St. Eliza
beths. And . to show how they punish men for testifying, Cap
tain West was recalled before the committee and from his 
testimony on page 1145 of the hearings. I quote: 

Mr. BLANTON. Capt. William West, you are the same_ man who 
testified here a few days ago? 

Captain WEST. A week ago Thursday. 
Mr. BLANTON. On Thursday? 
Captain WEsT. On the 6th. 
Mr. BLANTON. After you testifie-d here on the 6th, tell what hap-

pened to you out there at St. Elizabeths. 
Captain WEST. I was locked up at 10.45 in the morning, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. How long were you kept there? 
Captain WlllST. Up until last Friday. 
M:r. BLANTON. Until you heard that we had called the committee's 

attention to the fact that you were kept locked up? 
Captain WEST. Up until last Friday. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was how many days? 
Captain WEST. Seven days. 

But they can not lock him up any more now, for he has gained 
his freedom. For 37 years this ma:q sailed the high seas, and 
because some superior officer did not like him he. was rammed 
into St. Elizabeths. And LucE and HERsEY condemn me be
cause I did not let this sane man rot there. 

Because the facts have been thus misrepresented, I have 
performed the labor of briefing this case, so that Mr. HERSEY's 
declarations may not go unchallenged. And I intend to pay 
the Public Printer $1,000 for reprints of this brief, and send 
them where Mr. HERSEY has sent his, so that Americans may 
read his without proof, and mine with proof, and form their 
own conclusions as to the facts. 

HERSiiiY'S SLANT NOT _THAT OF OTHERS 
_ While thereby hoping to save his brother Republican, Mr. 
HERSEY has criticized my efforts. I have recently received from 
Dr. Millard A. Jenkins the following letter which my colleague 
from Georgia, Congressman UPSHAW, voluntarily wrote him: 

Housm OF Rn>RESIDNTATIV&S, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C.~ June S, 11J26. 

Rev. MILLARD A. JENKINS, 
Pastor First Baptist Church, Abilene, Te:r:. 

MY DEAR JENKINS: Knowing your natural admiration for spunky 
loyalty to the things that are highest and best, I feel like I must 
congratulate you in particular, and the people of your congressional 
district in general, on the superb and heroic work which bas been 
done, and is now being done, by your hard-working, plucky, and able 
Congressman, Judge THO~IAS L. BLANTON. 

You will remember that when I spoke several times in Abilene and 
the surrounding country I paid frequent tribute to BLANTON, declaring 
frankly that while I had not always agreed with him on everything 
that I must band it to him as one of the most vigilant and useful 
Members of the House. But since then BLANTON has grown marvel
ously. His poise, his amazing industry, and his utter abandon to his 
concept of public duty have become more and more the inspiration o:r 
every Member of Congress who believes in the triumph of personal and 
national honesty. 

BLANTON's revelations in the case of Commissioner Fenning have 
caused a succession of sensations in the Nation's Capital, and in them 
he has practically stopped the method of his enemies and positively 
commanded the respect and admiration of the entire House. 

He has done a work lasting through many weary days and weeks 
and months, for which some lawyers would have been paid anywhere 
from $10,000 to $50,000, if it had been handled from that standpoint. 
But with unselfish devotion to the cause of truth and humanity he has 
exposed fraud and championed the cause of unfortunate veterans in a 
way not only to force remedial legislation in Washington, but to act as 
a wholesome deterrent against evil officials all over America. And your 
city and distclct, and indeed the whole State of Texas, ought to be 
proud of '.rHOMAS L. BLANTON. 

With warmest greetings to all of my Abilene friends, and praying 
God to make you and your great church an increasing blessing to 
Abilene, to Texas, and the world, I am, 

Cordially yours, 
WM. D. UPSHAW, 

Representative~ F-i.fth District, Geo-rgia. 

ATTEND ALL SESSIONS OF HOUSE 
My colleagues know that I am on the House :floor at all times. 

I do' all of my research work and investigation in the mornings 
before the House meets at noon, then at night, and during re
cesses and vacation. It does not conflict in any way with my 

active duties -concerning all 'legislation · on the floor; -- During 
·this ·sessiou; ·which ·adj'ourns; 'March 4," 1927, ·I -have ·not m.issea 
a roll call And Mr. Page said : 

I hereby certify that the original official tally sheets used in record
ing ;yea-and-nay votes and on calls of tbe House during the third and 
fourth sessions of the Sixty-seventh Congress, November 20, 1922, to 
March 3, 1923, show that Bon. ~OMAS L. BLANTON and Bon. Edwin 
D. Ricketts are recorded as present and voting on each and every call. 
being the only Members of the House who are so recorded. 

WM. TYLER PAGII, 
Clerk of the Hottse of Repre3entatit:a. 

CASES THAT SHOULD SHOCK CONSCIENCES 

I must show the facts in just a few of the many shocking 
cases where Fenning exploited his victims, which I quote from 
the hearings : 

EXPLOITED PHILIP BEilG BK.li'ORl!l AND AFTER DEATH 

Mr. BLANTON (continuing). ·Now I want to call the committee's 
attention to the case of Philip Berg, which I be-lieve is one of the most 
remarkable in the United States. There are two sides in this case; 
first the lunacy side and then the probate of wiils side. I offer the 
petition which was filed August 25, 1919. This is a World War vet
eran. It is on the paper of Fenning & Gordon, attorneys and counsel
lors at law, Frederick A. Fenning and Spencer Gordon; Century Build
ing, Washington, D. C. 

This recites : 
"That Philip Berg is now, and has been for some time past, a patient 

under treatment for mental disease at St. Elizabetlls Hospital, etc. 
"That said Philip Berg is entitled to compensation under · the act of 

October 6, 1917, and to final pay and bonus on account of his service 88 
a seaman, United States Navy. 

"That said Philip Berg is unmarried. and that his nearest relatives 
are Annie .E. Post, sister, residing at Clinton, Conn., Albert Berg, and 
Albin Berg. 

"That your petitioner is advised that in order that the estate of the 
above named may be properly conserved it is necessary that a commit
tee be appointed by this court." 

Then the petitioner prays " That Frederkk A. Fenning be appointed 
committee of the person and estate of the above named," and it 'is 
signed, "Annie E. Post," and sworn to before a notary public. 

Mr. HERSEY. What relation was the petitioner to the ward? 
Mr. BLANTOX. The petitioner sets forth in that petition that she is 

the sister; but as a matter of fact it will be developed before the com
mittee later on by the evidence of witne-sses that she was not a sister, 
but merely a cousin. 

Then there is the affidavit of the physicians--and this one matter is 
important-that Daniel C. Main, one of the St. Elizabeths · doctors, 
signs this, that he Is familiar with the mental condition of this patient, 
and that, in his opinion, he is of unsound mind. This is sworn to 
before Frank M. Finotti, notary public, o.n the 22d day of August, 1919. 

Then there is the verdict of the jury: "Now comes here as well the 
petitioner, by her attorney, Fre-derick A. Fenning, as the alleged lunatic 
in person," etc., and that is the finding of the jury that he is or 
unsound mind. 

Then there is the order appointing Mr. FenDing committee, filed 
August 29, 1919. 

Now, this is the main document in this case that I want you gentle-
men to give careful attentlon to. This is the petitio.n to let this lunatic 
make a will. I want to read certain parts of it: "That said· Philip 
Berg is the son of one Gustat W. Berg and Christine Berg. That said 
Gustaf W. Berg, hi6 father, died on or about August 2, 1917," and 
so on. 

And this is the first time after five years--this case was pending 
from 1919 to 1924--this is the first time there is any evidence that he 
had a mother. 

Mr. HEBSI!IY. Let me understand; this is a petition filed after he had 
been adjudicated of unsound mind. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, sir; a petition-
Mr. HERSEY. And bad a guardian? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; a committee. After he had been in there for 

five years this petition is filed. 
Mr. HJ:RSEY. A petition is filed? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes ; a petition is filed, and for the first time discloses 

he has a mother. 
This is filed December 15, 192!. [Reading:] 
" • • • And said Christine Berg, his mother, is living, as your 

petitioner is informed and believes, in the town of Groton, State of 
Connecticut. 

" That the said Philip Berg has had the following brothers and 
sisters, viz, Annie Berg, now Mrs. Marcus Post, the petitioner ; Hjalmar 
Berg, Albert Berg, Gustar Berg, Albin Berg, and Ellen Berg Ross . 
.That ·said Albin Berg and said Ellen Berg Ross have recently deceased, 
leaving no descendants. 
. "That under the laws of intestacy, both. of the State of Connecticut, 
in which the said Philip Ber~ had a legal residence, and under the 
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laws of the District of Columbia, in which District the said Philip Berg · 
now resides, his moth-er, Christine Berg, is his sole heir at law, and the 
distribu(;ee of his property. · · · 

"5. That said Philip Berg has been adjudged an incompetent and 
Frederick A. Fenning, of the bar of ' the District of Columbia, bas been 
ituly appointed committee of his person· and estate. ·• - · 

" That during the period that said Philip Berg and his brothers and 
sisters were small children his said mother, Christine Berg, ·willfully 

·deserted and abandoned her family and left them to be cared for by her 
eldes't 'dauibter, your I>(ltitioner. Tliat said Christine Berg thereafter 
totally ignored all members of her family, including said Philip Berg, 
and lived, so your petitioner is informed and believes, in adultery with 
a tnan not her husband arid has continued said manner of living up to 
the time of the death of her husband and has continued and still con
tinues to live out of wedlock with the man with whom she lived in 
adultery during the lifetime of her husband and bas h.ad several 
children by said person." 

Now, if it is not out of place, I expect to ask. the committee to bring 
witnesses here to show that is untrue. · 

.Mr. HERSEY. Read on; what is the prayer? 
Mr. BLANTON (reading) : 
"That said Philip Berg is the owner of property and estate valued 

at several thousand dollars"-
And so on. [Continuing:] 
" That your petitioner bas been informed that on sundry occasions 

said Philip Berg bas expressed the earnest desire that his property be 
divided, upon his death, among certain of his brothers and sister, and 
that his mother should receive no portion whatsoeve_r · of his estate. 

"That your petitioner avers and believes that it is the earnest desire 
of said Philip Berg to make a will devising and 'bequeathing his estate 
as be wishes. · 

" Wherefore, the premises considered, your petitioner asks : 
"1. That the court pass an order authorizing and directing Frederick 

A. Fenning, as committee aforesaid, to permit said Philip Berg to make 
a will devising and bequeathing his said property as he shall desire, 
provided that two reputable physicians will sign said will as witnesses 
and provided that the superintendent of said hospital will have no 
objection thereto." 

Mr. BLANTO:Y (reading) : 
"Ot·dered, That said Frederick A. FenDing, as committee aforesaid, 

be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to permit Philip Berg to make 
a last will and testament as the said Philip Berg may desire, provided 
that two reputable physicians sign the said wm as witnesses and pro
vided further that the superintendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital does 
not Qbject to the ward making such last will and testament." 

.Mr. HERSEY. Who signs the order? 
Alr. BLANTON. Judge Hitz, as justice. 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE. What court? 
Mr. BLANTON. The Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. BLANTON, this man you are talking about, was he 

adjudicated insane i 
Mr. BLANTON. · Five years before; yes. 
Mr. GORMAN. Was there any later adjudication declaring him sane? 
Mr. BLANTON. No. 
· r. HERSEY. Before the court permitted him to make a will th-e court 

ordered that he should be examined, did it not? 
Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes ; and when he made this will he was in 

St. Elizabeths Hospital, and he died in St. Elizabeths Hospital three 
months Ia ter. 

Mr. BOWLING. Do you claim, .Mr. BLANTON, that there was no order 
of adjudication regarding this man's sanity? 

Mr. BLANTON. None in the world; nothing but this petition and this 
order, and then h-e made a will and died three . months later. And 
then here is a petition for administration by Mr. FenDing. Here is the 
will: "This is my last will and testament"--

Mr. HERSEY. You are going to put all the papers In the record? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; all of them, 
Mr. HERSEY. Then why should we have a reading of that will? 
Mr. BLAN~'ON. Well, it is very short. There is one particular thing 

I wanted you to remember, that the same doctor who declared him of. 
unsound mind, Doctor Main, came in and signed this will. 

Mr. HERSEY. Go ah.ead • 
.Mr. BLANTON. And another thing about it-this is the main thing 

about it-is, " Witness my hand," not at St. Elizabetbs Hospital but 
"At Congress Heights, D. C., December 20, 1924." 

"This is my last will and testament. I revoke any and all former 
wills. .All of my estate, real and personal, I give, devise, and bequeath 
to my brothers and sisters in equal shares. 

" Witness my hand at Congress Heights, D. C., December 20, 1924. 
"PHILIP BERG. 

" Signed and · declared by Philip Berg as his last will and testament 
In our presence, and we in his presence and the .presence of ea.ch other 
have at his request signed our names u witnesses. 

.. D. c. MAIN~ M. D. 
" W. M. KENNA~ .M. D." 

Now, counsel wm admit that here tn the District of ~lUIIibia it 
this will had not been made this Philip Berg's mother would have in-
herited all of his -estate; that is the fact? · · 

Mr. HOGAN. If it is not a valid will and testament, the father behig 
dead, · the mother would inherit the estate ; if 1t is a valid will and 
testament, the mother would · not. That is a ·question which is now 
pending. ' · 

.Mr. BLANTON. You will r~member Mr. FenDing admitted be was the 
attorney .and directer iQ Gawlers' ; a~orney for and director in . the 
Gawler undertakip.g establishments here. Here is a petition i;n the 
Supreme Court of the District of· Columbia holding protia te court--

Mr. MoNTAGUE. What is the date of that?. 
Mr. BLANTON. This is dated June 12, 1925 : 
"The petition of .Alfred B . Gawler respectfully shows to the court"~ 

and this is on Mr. Fenning's paper, and it shows on the back that 
it is prepared in the office of Mr. Fenning- · · · 

,. The petition of Alfred B. Gawler respectfully shows the court : 
" 1. That your petitioner is a citizen of the United States and presi

dent of Joseph Gawler's Sons (Inc.), a corporation doing business as 
morticians in _the District of Columbia . 

" 2. That Phflip Berg died in the District of Columbia March. 22, 
1925, and your petitioner is advised that the said Philip. Berg left a 
last will and testament dated December 20, 1924, which· has been filed 
for record and probate but that no petition for the probate of said will, 
nor for the granting of letters of administration with the will annexed 
has been tiled. 

" That your petitioner is advised that said Philip Berg owned na 
real estate and that his personal estate consisted of cash and securities 
held by his committee in lunacy, amounting, so your petitioner is ad
vised, to approximately $7,200. 

"That your petitioner knows of no debts of the said Philip Berg, 
except the indebtedness oi his estate to Joseph Gawler's Sons (inc.) 
of $245.58, . for services and supplies in connection with the funeral of 
said deceased, etc. 

"Wherefore, th-e premises considered, your ·petitioner asks"
Here is the part that is material-

.. that letters testamentary, with the will annexed be issued unto Fred
erick A. Fenning, a member of the bar of the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia. · 

"And for such other and further relief as to the court may seem 
meet.'' 

That is sworn to by Mr . .Alfred B. Gawler, before Helen A. L<> ano. 
Mr. BLANTON. Here is the citation for probate : 
" The President of the ·United States to Annie Berg Post, Clinton, 

Conn., Hjalmar Ber-g, Albert Berg, Gustaf R. Berg; addresses not given. 
Mrs. Mary Berg, New London, Conn., and the unknown heirs at law 
and next of kin of Philip Berg, deceased-

" Greeting: If you have any cause to show why the paper writing, 
dated the 20th ·day of December, 1924, purporting to be the last will 
and testament of Philip Berg, late of the District of Columbia, deceased, 
should not be admitted to probate and r~cord, and why letters of ad
ministration c. t. a. should not be granted to Frederick A. Fenning, 
you will appear and make such caUBe known before the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia, holding probate court, in and for said 
District, on Wednesday, the 24th day of June, A. D. 1925, .at 10 o'clock 
a.m." 

Mr. BLANTON. And these notices to appear go in. I will not take the 
time to read them. 

Mr. HERSEY. State what the notices are. 
Mr. BLANTON. Certain notices about publication in the Star and Law 

Reporter here. Then there is the affidavit by Mr. Fenning as to what 
he did about notifying. 

Mr. HERSEY. The will has not been probated? 
Mr. BLANTON. No, sir. The contest is on here between Crandall 

Mackey and some others. I spoke to the committee about my secur
ing some help In this case. I think the committee ought to go to 
Congress to get it, because I can not carry the burden of this whole 
matter ; I can not take the burden of going up against this array of 
di.8tinguished counsel . 

.Mr. HERSBY. You · are assuming the committee is going to be de-
ceived by a counsel. _ 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I do not think they are going to deceive the gen
tleman from 11laine. [Laughter_] 

Now here is a letter that will clear up counsel's statement some
what, signed by Fredel'ick A. Fen.ning: 

" LAW OFFICES OJ!' FREDERICK .A. Fli:NNING, 
" Washingt<m, D. a., July 6, 1925. 

" REGISTER OF WILLS, 
u Washitlgton~ D. a. 

" DEAR Sm: Under date of June 24, 1925, I wrote you asking that 
publication be issued in the case of Philip Berg, administration No. 
33234. It bas just come tO" ' my attention that in the publication as 
now running in the Washington Law Reporter, the name of Mary 
Berg, mother of Philip Berg, does not appear. I assume that the name 
of Mary . Berg should also- appear in said publication, and if th:l!r is 
correct, ~ will you please immediately make the necessary correction, 

\ 
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sending the proper copies to the Evening Star: and the Washington 

: Law Reporter?~' 
Mr. BLANTON. I ask that this notice from Mrs. Berg's attorney ap

. pear in the record, showing her attitude : -

"HULL, MCGUIBE & HULL, COUXSELORS AT LAw,
"New London, Oonn., May 18, 19f5. 

" REGISTER OF WILLS, 
"Washington, D. a. 

"DEAR SIR: Mrs. Mary Berg of Groton, Conn., who is the mother 
of the late Philip Berg, who died recently at the St. Elizabetbs Hos
pital, Washington, D. c., where be was at the time undergoing treat
ment has consulted us regarding a will which was drawn by Mr. 
Fred~rick A. Fenning, of Washington, for Mr. Berg a ·short time· before 
his death. Mr. Berg was being treated for mental trouble and in view 
of the distressing circumstances ·of his mother, Mrs. Mary · Berg, we 
believe that be would not have made his will in such a way as to cut 
his mother off entirely unless his mind was affected or be was sub
jected to undue influences by a woman named Annie Post; who · claims 
to be tiis sister, but who is in fact a cousin, she being the daughter 
of a brother of Philip Berg's father, the husband of Mary Berg. 

" There is a very serious question in our mind as to whether the 
probate court in Washington bas jurisdiction over the estate of the 
late Philip Berg. His domicile was undoubtedly in Connecticut. Up 
to the time of his entering the United States Navy about eight years 
ago be li>ed with his mother in Connecticut, and since his discharge 
from the Navy be has been confined to Government hospitals for 

. .- treatment because of his impaired mental condition. _ , 
"While he died at St. Elizabeths Hospital in Washington, we pre

sume that the primary jurisdiction is . at the place of .his domicile, 
which was Connecticut. · 

" Mrs. Berg is a very poor woman who is earning her living by doing 
housework as much as her health will permit. We are, ho_wever, inter

- ested in seeing that her interests .are protected. 
"Will you kindly see . that notice of any application for the admis

sion of this will to probate fs sent to Mrs_. Berg or to us ~ her attor
neys, so that her rights may be tully protected?" 

Now, when we meet again I have some accounts her~ in this Berg 
· case I would like to show. 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. BLANTON. I otrer. the following excerpts from the auditor's. report 

in the case of Philip Berg : · 
. Filed October 25, 1920, showing the premium on bonds of_ committee, 

$19 allowed; commission of committee, 10 ·per cent, _ $227.20; notarial 
fees, $2.50. 

From the auditor's report of October 27, _1921, not!lrial fees allowed, 
$1.25; premium on bond of committee, $18.67; commission of commit
tee, 10 per cent, $202.31. 

From the auditor's report of October 24, 1922, notarial fees, $0.50: 
bond premium, $18.67; comiQission, 10 per cent, $137.10. . 

From the auditor's report of November 7, 1923, bond premiUm, 
$18.67; commission of committee, 10 per cent on $1,407.84, $146.78; 
and from the auditor's report of December 3, 1924, commission to 
committee, 10 per cent of income, $1,449.43, $144.94. 

ORIGINAL COURT PAPERS ' INTRODUCED 

To introduce sa-me in the hearings, I had secured from -Chief 
Justice McCoy a special order granting me the custody of 
original case papers in the Supreme Court, and the court papers 

-introduced by me in this Berg case, and in all others, before 
said hearings were original court papers from the Supreme 
Court. 

Remember that the petition which Fenning filed on August 2~, 
1919 to have himself appointed committee stated that the peti
tion~r Annie E. Post, was Philip Berg's sister, when it will 
now be shown that she lied, and it attempted to give Berg's 
nearest relatives and did not disclose that his mother . was 
living; but after Fenning had drawn all of the fees menti?~ed 
above from Philip Berg's estate, then when he filed the petition 
·on December 15 1924, asking that Fenning be permitted to let 
his insane ward make a will to disinherit, it was to disinherit 
his own mother, and that was .... the first t~m.e Fenaing disclosed 
to the court that his ward's mother was hvmg. And the worst 

·of it was that such petition attempted to destroy the good name 
. of his insane ward's own mother, when I will now show that she 

was a poor hard-working widow woman of splendid character, 
who had td take in washing for a living, while Fenning robbed 
her shell-shocked son. 

SWORN TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARY BlilRG 

Mr. BLANTON. Holv old are you, Mrs. Berg? 
Mrs. BERG. I am 64 : wlll be -that October ~8. 
Mr. BLANTON. Were you born in this eountr:y? 
Mrs. Bmo. No; I 'was born i!l Sweden. _ 
Mr. BLA.NTON. Are you ·th~ mother_ of P~:lillp _Berg_"l 
M.rs. Boo. I ·am the mother of Phlll» Berg; :yes, Bir. 

1tfr. BL.!.NTON. At one time Philip ·Berg was in . the St. Elizabetbs 
Asylum? 

Mrs. BERG. He was. I was there and took the body home, yes, sir: 
that is my good boy . 

Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Berg, do you know Mrs. Annie Post? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes ; I do not like her. I brought that girl up since she 

was 7 months old. 
M:r. BLANTON. Is she your daughter? 
Mrs. BERG. No ; she is my husband's brother's girl. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is she the sister of Philip Berg, your son? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLA:r."ToN. She is not? 
Mrs. BERG. No ; I had only one daughter. 
Mr. BLANTON. And Annie E. Post is only a cousin of Philip Berg? 
Mrs. BE:nG. Yes; that is what she is. 
Mr. BLANTON. On August 25, 1919, Mrs. Annie E. Post filed a petition 

here in court and swore she was a sister of Philip Berg? 
Mrs. BERG. That was not right. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was not true? 
Mrs. BERG. No; that was not true. 
Mr. BWTON. And she asked that Mr. Fenning here be made his 

guardian. Did you know about this petition at that time? 
Mrs. BERG. No: I did not. -
Mr. BLANTON. ·You did not know that Mr. Fenning was made 

guardian of your son at that time, six years ago? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. You did not? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, five years after that, approximately, Mrs. Annie 

Post filed a petition here and stated that you were a bad woman? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. · 
Mr. BLANTON. Did -you know -anything about that? 
Mrs. B~RG. I did not know it only a little while ago. 
Mr. BLANTON. Just a little while ago? _ 
Mrs. BERG. Mr. HuLL told me; that is the first time I knew it. 
Mr. BLANTON. And she asked permission of the court for your boy to 

make a will and disinherit you? 
Mrs. BEKG. Tchick-tchick-tchick. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know why Mrs. Annie E. Post does not like 

you? 
Mrs. BERG. I know it, and I ean tell you. 
Mr. HOGAN. Are we interested in that family affair? Just a moment. 

I do not like to object, but-.- -
Mr. DYER (interposing). Is it material? 
Mr. BLANTON. My God. When a woman comes in here, _a~ter having 

a woman's son in St. Elizabeths Hospital for five years, and says that 
the mother of that boy is a notorious bad woman and. as~s for a will 
to be made .under order of court for a lunatic to disinherit his mother, 
ought she not to be able to tell the facts about it? 

Mr. DYER. Well, the committee does not assume or believe that the 
witness is a bad wo"inan. · . 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, that is what the will was . predicated upon. 
There was no other reason for letting the Imia tic make a will, except 
that they said his mother was a bad woman anti the lunatic wanted to 
disinherit his own mother ; that is the only reason on God's earth given 
in that petition. Mrs. Berg will testify that this Mrs. Annie E. Post 
was herself a bad girl and was put into a reformatory f<>r girls when 
she was young. 

Mr. DYER. I do not think we ought to go into that. 
Mr. BLANTON. And that she always Imagined that Mrs. Berg had 

something to do with her and she disliked her for that. 
Mr. DYER. We are not going to take up, of course, collateral matters 

and go into all of those things, Mr. BLANTON. But the affidavits that 
have been filed against this woman I do not think will receive any 
credence at all from the committee. We assume that her reputation 
Is good. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is all I Wa.D.t. 
Mrs. Berg, in 1919, when this petition was filed, did Philip have any 

other brothers living besides Albert and Albin? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. They were the only two brothers be had Ilving1 
Mrs. BERG. Yes; because the other ones died before. 
Mr. BLANTON. His father was dead? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You were the nearest r~ative he had living? 
Mrs. BEEG. Yes. 
Before she got married she was named Annie Berg, because her 

father was a brother of my husband. 
Mr. BLANTON. Her !ather was a brother of your husl1and? 
Mrs. BEEG. Yes. 
Mr. HERSIOY. Where did she live at that time? 
Mr. Bt.ANTON. Where did Mrs. Annie Post live at that tlme1 
Mrs. BERG. She lived at .Deep River. 
M.r_- BLANTON. Where did you live in 1919? 
Mrs. BI!lRa. 1 lived at Deep River. That was the time she was in 

BChooL - - . . 
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·Mr.· BLANTON. That is the time she went to the school'! 
l\Irs. BERG. And I kept her until she was 13 years old. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And -then she -went to some industrial school? 

· Mrs. BEBG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then her uncle took her up? 
Mrs. BERG. He took her ; I knew nothing about it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was it a girls' industrial school? 
Mrs. BERG. What is called a reformatory school at Middletown; you 

know that, probably-Middletown-that is big school; that is all for 
girls. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, about Annie Post. Her husband is named 
Marcus C. Post, is he not? 

Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. He filed an affidavit in December, 1924 ; he says he is 

a resident of the town of Clinton, and he is the husband of Annie 
Berg Post, who was the daughter of Gustaf W. Berg and Christine 
Berg. 

Mrs. BERG. Christine Berg; that is my name-Mary Christine Berg. 
Mr. BLANTON. Was your husband named Gustaf w. Berg? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes, sir; Gustaf W. Berg. 
Mr. DYER. We are not going to find that Mrs. Berg is not a woman 

of good reputation. I do not see any issue in the case about that. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, I have a very prominent lawyer here from New 

London, Conn., who will establish her good standing as a hard working, 
industrious woman. 

Mr. HERSEY. At the same time, is she not presumed to be a hard
working, industrious woman? 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, the committee having decided that. I will not 
go in to that. 

Mr. HERSEY. At least it appears to me that she is. 
- Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Berg, was th~re ever any trouble between you 

and your son, Philip Berg? 
Mrs. BERG. Never. He .was my baby. 
Mr. BLANTON. Never at ·all? 
Mrs. BmnG. No. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Up to the time_ that he· went into the Navy, during 

the war, had he.ever lived with you? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes; and when he came home and had his furlough-
Mr. BLANTON (interposing). ·when he "had his furlough 'he came home 

to see you? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes: 
Mr. BLANTON. When he got back he was in bad shape and sent to 

St. Ellzabeths Hospital. Did you know anything about that at that 
time? 
- Mrs. BERG. I did not know it · at the time. I did not know the 
address, and I asked Annie's husband whether she had the address. 

Mr. BLANTON. You ·asked the husband of· Annie Post to let you have 
your son's address? 

:Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he give it to you? 
Mrs. BERG. No ; he told me he was pretty near him. 
Mr. BLANTON. He told you he was pretty near him 'l 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he tell you where he was? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Up to the time he went into the Navy to serve his 

country during the war, and was afterwards sent here when he was 
mentally sick in St. Elizabeths Hospital, did your son ever live in 
Washington? 
· Mrs. BEno. No_; only when he can:te · to Roxbury and !hey took him 

to the hospital. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Only when they brought him to the hospital? 
Mrs. BERG: Yes. 
Mr. BLA"'TON. He lived in Connecticut? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. · 
Mr. BLANTON. He did not live in the District of Columbia 'l 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did any of his peOple ever live in Washington? 
Mrs. BERG. No. . 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever take the Washington Evening Star up 

there? 
Mrs. BERG. No ; I did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mrs. Berg, did Mr. FenDing ever mail you a copy of 

this notice that he was trying to probate the will of your son? 
Mrs. BERG. No. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever get notice from Mr. Fenning or from 

anybody, Mrs. Berg, except your attorneys, about a will having been 
filed? · 

Mrs. BERG. No ; I did not. 
Mr. HOGAN. Mr. Chairman, in respect of the statements just made, 

documentary evidence in the record of. this case read a few days ago 
by Mr. BLANTON himself showed that in the first publication the deputy 
register of wills or a clerk in tlie office had made an error and left out 
the name of Mary Albert Berg, the nanie given as "the mother; and that 
a formal communication from Mr. Fenning's omce to the court calls 
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· their attention to the- inadvertence and directed them to see that Mrs. 
Berg's name was included in the publication and the notice given. 

Ml". BLANTON. And the publication was given in the Washington 
Evening Star and the Law Reporter-and the poor, ignorant woman 
lived in Connecticut and they knew she would probably never see it. 
And I claim the. facts in the case show that he did know that. 

Mr. HEIRSEY. Well, put those facts in evidence. 
Mr. HOGAN. We agree to that. At the time PhiJip Berg died, Mr. 

Fenning knew of this lady's existence. He knew of her address. 
Mr. BLANTON. You took your son's body home? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was after you got home that you employed Hull, 

McGuire & Hull? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. ·BLANTON. After your son had been' buried? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. How long afterwards before you employed Hull, Mc

Guire & Hull? 
Mrs. BERG. A couple of days. 
Mr. HoGAN. Let us see if this was not the telegram, if .you re-

member: 
MAUCH 23, 1925. 

Mrs. l'llAnY A. BERG, 
Oa1·e American Red Oross, 

t!50 Main Street, New London, Oo-nn.: 
Philip Berg died yesterday. He is entitled to military burial at 

· Arlington National Cemetery, this city, and I will so arrange if rela
tives desire. Wire me your address at once. Are you coming to· 
funeral? 

FREDERICK A. FENNING, Evan8 Building, 

Do you remember the Red Cross lady reading that to you? 
Mrs. BERG. No ; she did not . read that to me, because we got the 

telephone on Monday, and I started over to come here to see him. I 
did not. expect to find him alive. And I came here; and Mr. Fenning 
finally said to me, "Why did you. not come here before?" 

I was· sick and I did not have the money to go with. 
Mr. BLANTON. You did not have the money to go with? 
Mrs. BEBG. No; I had to work for my mo-ney. 
Mr. BLANTON. What kind of work do you do? 
Mrs. BERG. I wash. 
Mr. BLANTON. Wash? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You take in washing for other peop~e'l 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. How many sons besides Philip did you have in the 

last ·war serVin_g the United States·? 
Mrs. BERG. Only two. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Two besides Philip? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You had three boys in the war? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Serving the United States Government? 
Mrs. BERG. Yes. 

BUT li'ENNING DIDN'T PROBATE HIS WILL 

Since said hearings were concluded the court has determined· 
that sa.id will which Fenning had executed by his insane ward, 
Philip -Berg, . disinheriting his mother is an invalid will, and it 
was not probated; so, after all, this good mother, 1\Irs. Mary 
Berg, got" her· dead son's property and Fenning did not get to 
administer it. 

AVARICIOUS FENNING SLIPPED ON $200,000 BENNETT ESTATI!I 

Hon. Wilton J. Lambert is one of the most prominent, able 
attorneys in Washington. I now quote from his testimony: 

Mr. BLANTON. You have been practicing here bow long, Mr. Lampert? 
Mr. LAMBERT. Since 1895. 
Mr. BLA:t."TON. Continuously? 
Mr. LAMBERT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask you about the Bennett case. Mr. Lam

bert, there is on the legal paper of Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Build
ing, 1420 New York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C., a petition to 
declare Henry B. Bennett a non compos, filed in the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia on May 22, 1923, and it sets forth this alle
gation: 

"That said Henry B. Bennett. by reason· of his advanced age and 
infirmities, and by reason of the fact he is suffering from senile 
dementia, is unable to care for his personal estate, as will more fully 
appear, etc." 

And on that dat~ there is a rule to show cause, issued May 22, 1923, 
and not served ; and then on May 25, 1923, there is an order for the 
issuance of an alias writ to show cause why he should not be adjudged 
of unsound mind, and then there is such an alias writ as follows
there is another alias writ somewhere which was served, but I can !lOt 
fi.Dd it r~t here. Then there i8 iUl a.nswer here, filed on · your letter-
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head, on June 12, 1923, for Henry B. Bennett, in which he sets up 
this fact: 

" 6. He denies it is necessary to have anyone appointed to take care 
of his estate and says, on the contrary, his entire estate is, and has been 
for many yea.rs, held in trust by a trustee in Fall River, Mass., who de
livers to him sufficient income to enable him to live comfortably, and · 
all income which is derived in excess of what he needs is reinvested by 
the trustee and creates an increment to his estate; that his estate is 
now worth something over $200,000, and he avers that the real object 
of his said nephew in taking the proceedings aforesaid and in an en
deavor of having himself appointed trustee and committee of the person 
and estate Qf the defendant was entirely an avaricious and selfish one 
for the purpose of acquiring control over his property and preventing 
him from enjoying what he owns." 

And he denied that he was suffering from senile dementia. . You were 
the attorney who prepared that answer for him? 

· Mr. LAMBERT. I was. 
Mr. BLANTON. And Mr. Fenning was the attorney for his nephew 

trying to get him declared of unsound mind ? 
Mr. LilrnERT. That is true. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, when you filed this answer--first I will ask you 

it you know why that fu·st writ was not served on him? 
Mr. LAMBERT. I think I know; I know by hearsay. 
Mr. BLA.."l'TON. But you were looking after him before they got service 

on him? 
Mr. LAMBERT . . That is right. 
MJ.·. BLANTON. Do you know, as a matter of fact, whether he had to 

leave his own home to prevent service until be got prepared for the 
matter? 

Mr. LAMBERT. I know be did leave home. 
Mr. BLANTON. And avoided service in that way·? 
Mr. LAMBERT. I know he left his own home and they were not able 

to serve him at his home. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, after you came into court and filed this answer, 

what action was taken by Mr. Fenning? 
Mr. HoGAN. You have the record, have you not, Mr. Lambert? 
l\!r. LAMBERT. I might say that a day or two before that hearing 

was had I had a call from Mr. Fenning, and he wanted t<J 'know-- _ 
Mr. BLANTON. Was that after you filed this answer? 
Mr. LAMBERT. No; before I filed this answer. 
Mr. BLANTO::-.. Before you filed this answer ? 
Mr. LAMBERT. Yes; Mr. Bennett had gone from his .own .home to the 

home of a friend. At that time I was engaged in the defense of Charles 
W. Morse, down in the District Supreme Court before Justice Stafford, 
and I rec~ived a call from Mr. Fenning, in which be wanted to know 
what I was going to do about Mr. Bennett. These writs bad not been 
served, and I told him I would have him in court whenever they wanted 
him, and if they wanted to serve him I would see he was served, but 
I would retain custody of him until he was brought into court. Mr. 
Fenning then, as I recall it, made some arrangements about serving 
him and fixing a time to have him brought into court. As I recall it, 
we agreed on coming into Judge Bailey's court, which was right on the 
opposite side of the corridor from Criminal Court No. 1, in which the 
Morse trial was going on, which was designated as Criminal Court 
No. 2. We made arrangements I would have Bennett down there at a 

'certain time on Tuesday, June 12. 
Mr. DYER. What year, Mr. Lambert? 
Mr. LAMBERT. 1923. And on the 12th of June I bad Mr. Bennett 

there, and Mrs. Rogers, and Mr. Henry Willard, who has just died, who 
was helping Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. BLANTON. And Mrs. Harlan? 
Mr. LiliBEBT. If that is her name; I thought it was Mrs. Hartnett. 
M.r. BLANTON. Who was a relative? 
Mr. LAMBERT. I do not know whether she was or not; but it was 

at her, house Mr. Bennett had gone. And we had several people from 
Fall River-Mr. Bennett's doctor from Fall River; Mr. Bennett's 
trustee, 1\Ir. Earle, from Fall River; and Mr. Dove-Maury Dove. I do 
not know-we had 10 or 15 witnesses there to support Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you were prepared to support the allegations in 
your answer? 

Mr. LAMBERT. I had told Mr. Fenning I was going to fight the ease, 
and the case was called, and I have here just what took place in the 
court room on that day. 

Mr. BLANTON. I wish you would just state what took place. 
Mr. LAMBERT (reading) : 

" In the Supreme Court ot too District of Columbia, holding a criminal 
term. Henry B. Bennett. Lunacy No. 9953 

"WASHINGTON~ D. C~ Tuesda-y, June 1.!, ~. 
.. The above-entitled cause came on for bearing before Mr. Justice 

Bailey in Criminal Court No. 2 at 10 o'-clock a. m. · 

" Mr. FENNING. If your honor please, the lunacy case of Henry B. 
Bennett was set for this morning. - In that matter Mr . • Lambert has 

. filed an . a.nsw&r, in which be raises the question as to the jurisdiction 
of the court. I have written a tentative form of motion-which, if it is 
agreeable to counsel and your honor, will be reduced to more permanent 
form and substituted-in which I say that the question having been 
raised as to the jurisdiction of the court the petitioner agrees tl:!a t 
there is a question as to that, and therefore he moves the court for 
leave to discontinue the proceedings. 

"Mr. LAMBERT. If your honor please, we do not raise the question as 
an issue. We merely snggest in our answer that be bas always claimed 
a voting residence in Fall River, Mass., although be has been an actual 
resident of Washington for the last 50 years. Inasmuch as that is 
the case and the property is here, some of it, and be li>es here, I 
do not think there is anything in that point, and I am satisfied that 
it is a matter which this court would have to determine. 

"We do not want a dismissal of this action for this reason. An 
application bas been filed for a d!]termlnation of lunacy. It is sup
ported by the affidavits of two physicians certifying that this respondent 
is non compos mentis at the present time and incapable of attending 
to his property. A withdrawal of this case will not determine the 
truth of those affidavits; they stlll stand in the records of this court 
and present a condition very disagreeable to Mr. Bennett. 

"We think that the application by the nephew was unfortunate 
when he asked that he be appointed a committee to truoe charge of 
his uncle's estate. Mr. Bennett is very desirous of clearing his 
record, and he wants a bearing. We have here to-day his physician 
from Fall River, Mass., who has been in attendance on him for some 
years, a man of large practice there, who is here to attend this case, . 
who examined him yesterday and examined him last night and is 
with him this morning. We have a number of other physicians avail
able. We have a trustee of part of his estate in Fall" River, Mr. 
Earle. This gentleman bas an estate [meaning Mr. Bennett] of some
thing like $200,000 or more. We think when be is haled into court 
in a situation of this kind, with affidavits of two local physicians-
one of whom never saw him but for a few minutes, when he called at 
his house and did not know what he was calling there for-that we 
are entitled to some disposition of the case. Otherwise the condition 
that is existing here may conti.nue to plague this man as long as he 
lives, and possibly after he dies. 

"The COURT. It seems to me, Mr. Lambert, that the· petitioner has 
a right to move to dismiss the petition, and that I must gr:mt the 
motion. 

" Mr. FENNING. Mr. Lambert, if. the court will grant permission in 
the order of discontinuance for the withdrawal of the affidavits, I 
am perfectly willing to do that. 

" Mr. LAMBERT. Will your honor pel'mit that to be done? 
"The COURT. Let it be shown that those affidavits are withdrawn 

by consent of both parties. 
"Mr. FE::-.NING. That can be incorporated in the order. 
"Mr. LAMBERT. Very well. 
"Mr. FE~NING. Your honor, may Mr. Lambert and I agree upon a 

form of order? 
"The CouRT. Yes." 
Mr. BLANTON. And this 

FenDing [exhibiting]? 
is the order that is signed· by you and Mr. 

Mr. LAMBERT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON (reading) : 

" In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an Equity 
Court. In re Henry B. Bennett, alleged lunatic. Lunacy No. 9953 
"This cause coming on for hearing upon the petition and answer, and 

petitioner requesting leave to withdraw his petition, it is by the 
court this 13th day of June, .A. D. 1923, 

" Ordered, that he be permitted to withdraw same and counsel for 
the respective parties consenting, permission is granted to withdraw 
from the files the exhibits to the petition consisting of the affidavits 
of Drs. D. Percy Hickling and G. C. Birdsall. 

''By the court. 
"JENNINGS BAILEY) Justice." 

That is signed by Mr. Fenning as counsel for petitioner and by you 
for the defendant? 

Mr. LAMBIIRT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And thus the defendant went hence without day? 
Mr. LAMBERT. He did, and lived until Janu.ary, 1926. 
M.r. BLANroN. Until January, 1926? 
Mr. HOGAN. That La. when he died? 
Mr. LAMBERT. That is when he died. 
Mr. BLANTON. And he died sane? 
Mr. LAMBERT. In my opinion; yes. 
Mr. HOGAN. We contend that. 
Mr. LAMBERT. Mr. Hogan and I do. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you saved his $200,0oe estate? 

"Appearances : · Wilton J. Lambert, Esq., on behalf of Henry B. Ben
nett. Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., .on behalf of the petitioner, · William 
A. Slade." Mr. LAMBERT. It is $400,000 now; $200,000 was a little bit low 

• , e~ate.. llr. Fen~g started the proceedings. 
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Thus it was Wilton J. -Lambert who··saved Henry B.. Benn·ett

and his $400,000 from the clutches of Fennizig; ··-:W·ben· Fenning 
realized that the man he .was trying to put in· an insane asylum 
was represented by an able lawyer who knew how to protect 
him-, Fenning " turned · tail " · and· ·· gave up and ·dismissed his 
case, and Bennett was saved. 

HOW FENNING USED HIS L.AUREL SANlTABIUl'tl A!:'i'D TRUST COMPANY 

It has already been shown that Fenning was a stockholder, 
attorney, and director for the Laurel Sanitarium: 

Mr. BLANTON. Now I otrer the petition in the matter of the insanity 
of Caroline L. Rixford, nled August 8, 1913, in the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia. 

l\fr. HOGAN. By whom is that executed? 
Mr. BLA!:'i'TON. By the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

- Mt·. HOGAN. Assistant corporation counsel and by Commissioner New
man. 

1\Ir. BLANTON (continuing). As solicitor for petitioners. 
I offer the rule to show cause, issued August 8, 1913, served on the 

alleged lunatic. 
Mr. DYER. Is this in connection with the· testimony of Mr. Lambert? 
Mr. BLANTON. I am going to ask some questions of Mr. Lambert In 

just a moment, but I want to get these papers before him aad in the 
record. I offer the verdict of the jury in the same case. 

Mr. HERSJDY. What was the verdict? 
Mr. BLANTO~. That they find Caroline L. Rixford to be of unsound 

mind, sutrering from senile ·dementia, and that she has not su1Hcient 
capacity for the government of herself, and that the following lands, 
tenements, and so on. 

1\IL·. LAMBERT. There is no date fixed there, is there? 
Mr. BLANTON. That is filed August 14, 1913. 
Then I offer the petition. It is tiled on the letterhead of F. A. 

Fenning, and it has somebody's name scratched out under his name, 
as attorneys and counselors at law, Century Building, Washington, 
D. C., and it prays as follows : 

" That the said Caroline L. Rixford be found to be of unsound mind 
by this honorable court and the court appoint as committee of her 
estate the Washington Loan & Trust Co., and as committee of her per
son your petitioner suggests the appointment of Brainerd W. Parker,. 
a member of the bar of this court." 

At that time Brainerd W. Parker was in the o1Hce of Mr. Fennlng 
and had his name on his letterheads, did he not? 

Mr. LAMBERT. That is my recollection. 
1\Ir. BLAN~ON. To have the Washington Loan & Trust Co. made com

mittee of the estate and Brainerd W. Parker committee of the person. 

. Remember that Feniling admitted that formerly he was a 
director of the Washington Loan & 1.'rust Co. before he-changed 
to another. 

Then I introduced the order of the court filed August 8, 1913, 
appointing the Washington Loan & Trust Co. as committee of the 
estate and Brainerd W. Parker as committee of the person. 

I offer the following petition filed September 30, 1913. This is on 
the letterhead, which shows plainly "F. A. Fenning & B. W. Parker, 
attorneys and counselors at law, Century Building, Washington, 
D. C.," but there is a pen scratched through "B. W. Parker." 

Hr. HOGAN. It came from Mr. Fenning's office. 
Mr. HERSEY. That is the printed name of a firm of lawyers you 

have on that. 
Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. They admit that. 
Mr. HOGAN. It is a fact. 
Mr. BLANTO"N. And B. W. Parker's name is scratched out. 
I will read and introduce an order tiled October 7, 1913, authorizing 

the following : 
" Ordered that the Washington Loan & Trust Co., committee of the 

estate herein, be and is hereby authorized to pay for board, medical 
treatment, and special attendant at the Laurel Sanitarium a sum not 
to exceed $100 per month, to pay Woodward & Lothrop (Inc.) for neces
sary ciothing furnished to the ward $22.43, and to reimburse Brainerd 
W. Parker, committee of the person, in the sum of $3.91, etc.'' 

This is a petition of the Washington Loan & Trust Co., reporting 
assets in its hands showing-

Notes secured by real estate------------------------- $36, 100. 00 
Cash found in trunk__________________________________ 31.30 
Cash from Union Savings Bank_________________________ 1, 275. 94 

And various other sums and various other property and duly sworn 
to. 

I offer the petition of the committee for instructions, tiled March 
23, 1914, asking leave to pay certain amounts, including a bill of $100 
Cor Doctor Hickling. 

Then there is the petition of Brainerd W. Parker, committee of the 
person, asking the court to fix the fee. I will read the prayer : 

"That the court- pasSJ an order authorizing and ·directing the Wash
Ington Loan & Trust Co., as committee of the estate, to pay such sum 
to the committee of the person for the services rendered as the court 
may deem proper." 

; . 4Ild here .is, an ~ o.rd~r authorizing the . Washington .Loan & Trust Co. 
to pay Brainerd W: Parker · tbe. SlDD of. $500. , . , : 

· Then ·here is a petition: - It Is, " Fenning & Gordon " on the back. 
·That is put on with a rubber stamp and under ~is "F. A. Fenning and 
B. W. Parker, attorneys at law," scratched out. This asks for certain 
authority, which I will not read; it speaks for itself. 

Then I otrer the petition for instructions, tiled November 2, 1914. It 
is on F. A. FenDing's letterhead, with "B. W. Parker " stricken out, 
and this asks for certain authority. And I introduce the order issued 
on November 2, 1914, authorizing the sale of certain property. 

Mr. HERSEY. But the trust company? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Then I otrer the petition on the cover of F. A. 

Fenning with "B. W. Parker " stricken out-
." That the court pass an order authorizing and directing it to send 

F. A. Fenning, attorney of record in said cause, to Bay Minette, .Ala., 
to be present at the taking of said testimony; to pay out of the estate 
of Caroline L. Rixford such funds as are necessary for the expense of 
such trip." 

Mr. HERSEY. It was granted, was it? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes, it was granted; and he did go and it will be 

shown the money was paid later. 
Then here is the first and final account of the committee. I intro

duce it all, but it shows an estate of $41,676.51 and shows the following 
amounts paid: 

"Dr. Lewis H. Taylor, $25; also to Doctor Taylor, $70; to Dt·. Cor
nelius DeWees, $20; Dr. Charles Wheatley, $20 ; Dr. Adam Kemble, 
$70; Dr. D. P. Hickling, $100; I.aurel Sanitarium, $1,836.38, also $25; 
to W. J. Lambert, attorney, fee, $250; B. W. Parker, allowance as per 
order of court, $500-; B. W. Parker, services rendered as committee of 

•person,, $418.01; B. W. Parker, car fare to Laurel and return, $3.91; 
F. A. Fenning, retainer as per order of court, and court costs, $118 ; 
F. A. Fenning, counsel fee, $500; F. A. Fenning, expenses to Bay Minette, 
Ala., r~ testimony, $74.83; Spencer Gordon, receiver, $50; Law 
Reporter, printing briefs, $31; F. A. Fenning, costs, 11. Keane et al., 
$42; commission, 5 per cent, $2,101.85. 

FEES ON FINAL SETTLEMENT 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Lambert, you testified before the auditor in that 
matter? 

Mr. LAMBERT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Fenning was asking a fee of $1,625 as shown 

by his testimony, which I will read, as follows : 
"I think it is unfair on the part of Mr. Lambert to suggest a wasting 

of time in sitting around in court, in one particular instance that he 
cites; that is, with reference to the pt·o confesso. I do not think that 
comes from one member of the bar. toward another, and I deny in this 
argument the allegation or insinuation that the time was expressly 
exp_ended in the court room, or in the courthouse, for the purpose of 
showing a g~.·eater amount of time rendered than the services in this 
case." 

Then I will also read this : 
"Now, we have, then, Mr. Lambert saying he thinks I ought to get 

$1,000. I say I ought to have gotten the amount which I did receive, 
with approval, in the former accounting, of $1,625." 

Now, in that case you testified, Mr. Lambert? 
This is before the auditor. You testified in part as follows, Mr. 

Lambert: 
"I urged Mr. Fenning to take a consent order, which would have 

eliminated any expenditure of time, setting aside the pro confesso. She 
authorized- me to represent her and comply with the ordin~y rules of 
payment of such costs as hnd been incidental to the pro confesso. He 
refused to do that and refused to agree to anything and insisted upon 
sitting around the court waiting to discuss the matter with Justice 
McCoy.'' 

Then you also testified-the question was asked you : 
"' Q. Now, knowing the services, as you do, and having heard Mr. 

Fenning's testimony-you heard Mr. Fenning's testimony, did you 
not?-A. I heard Mr. FenDing's testimony. Of course, I knew this case 
in detail from the very start of it. 

"Q. '\Vhat would you say was a reasonable charge for him to make?
A. I think Mr. Fenning ought to have $1,000. 

"Q. That is for everything?-A. Yes." 
Now, the report of. the auditor shows that there was an allowance 

to the solicitor, who was Mr. Fenning, of $1,625; and to the committee 
of the person, who was Mr. B. W. Parker, $921.92; and commissions to 
committee of $2,101.85. 

WELL, WHAT HAS THIS TO DO WITH FENNING? 

Mr. HERSEY. Well, what bas all this--
Mr. BLANTON. Here is the washington Loan & Trust Co., of which 

he is a director, committee of the estate; here is Brainerd W. Parker, 
who is associated with him in law, committee of the person; and here 
he is the solicitor and the trust company is . getting $2,100, and he 
is getting $1,625. B. W. Parker is getting $900 and some odd in. one 
rattle of the box out of the lunatk'ti estate before they get into the 
probate case under the will, when 1 am going to show one of them wa:s 
appointed collector, another administrator, and so on. 

,· 
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Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, I think it is eas1e1' to go ahead and let 

him put it in than it is to discuss the matter. 
Mr. BL.L'I'TON. I expect that kind of a remark from the gentleman 

from Maine, because be ~as treated me that way ever since we began. 
Mr. HERSIDY. Ob, yes; that is all right. · 
Mr. BLANTON. I expect it. 

$1,400 TO LAUREL SANITARIUM FOB. U WEEKS 

I offer the account of the Law Reporter Printing Co.; I offer the 
following vouchers, showing each one of them is issued to " Mr. 
Brainerd W. Parker, to the Laurel Sanitarium, Dr.," and I want the 
committee to remember that I proved by Doctor White this evening 
that Mr. Fenning was attorney for and director in and held one share 
of stock in the Laurel Sanitarium. I offer 14 bills, issued to Mr. 
Brainerd W. Parker by the Laurel Sanitarium, each for one month's 
ca re and medical attendance to Mrs. c. L. Rixford. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Lambert, after the death of this woman 
there were two wills, were there not ; one, the old will, had made the 
Washington Loan & Trust Co. her executor, had it not? 

Air. LAMBERT. Executor and trustee, as I recall it. 
Mr. BLANTON. The later will, which you represent, did not make the 

Washington Loan & Trust Co. trustee? 
Mr. LAMBERT. That is correct. 
Mr. BLAXTON. And you and who else represented the opposing inter

ests to Mr. Fenning and the Washington Loan & Trust Co.? 
Mr. LAMBERT. Mr. Fenning had Mr. James S. Easby-Smith, and I 

think Mr. Fleharty; and Mr. Hogan and myself represented the caveator. 
Mr. BLANTON. I offer these wills in evidence. 
Mr. HERSEY. Was there only one probated? 
Mr. HOGAN. Yes, sir. 
Ml·. LAMBERT. The last one. 
Mr. BLANTON. The will you rep-resent was probated? 
Mr. LAMBERT. That is right. · 
Mr. BLANTON. And the will which made the Washington Loan & 

Trust Co. trustee and executor was not probated? 
Mr. LAMBERT. That is correct. 
Mr. BLANTON. I offer the letters appointing as a collector Brainerd 

W. Parker; you remember that he was colle::tor? 
Mr. LAMEERT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, he is the same Brainerd W. Parker who had 

formerly been with Mr. FenDing? 
Mr. LAMBERT. The same man. 
.Mr. BLANTON. And the same Brainerd W. Parker who was committee 

of the person of Mrs. Rixford? 
Mr. LAMBERT. The same man. 
Mr. BLANTON. If the deceased bad been a lunatic, . the collector comes 

in and takes charge of the estate from the committee? 
Mr. LAMBERT. That is right, 
Mr. BLANTON. And he holds it until there is an administrator or 

executor appointed? 
Mr. LAMBERT, That is right. 
Mr. BLANTON. I offer the order admitting the will to probate and 

granting letters testamentary ; I offer the motion filed by Mr. Frederick 
A. FenDing, signed by Frederick A. Fennlng. That is the motion for 
a new trial. Then the order overruling the motion for a new trial. 

Mr. GoRMAN. Is this the case in which there was an item of $1,400 
for treatment at the Laurel Sanitarium? 

M'r. HoGA.,... Yes, sir. Now, she was removed out to the Laurel 
Sanitarium, and was there for quite some time and died out there a 
year or so atterwards. 

And while Fenning thus succeeded in securing enormous fees 
fo1· his Washington Loan & Trust Co., of which he was a direc
tor, and for his law partner, Brainerd W. Parker, and for him-. 
self, and $1,400 for his Laurel Sanitarium, he did not .succeed 
in getting the court to probate the will that made his trust com
pany executor and trustee, because he then had Lambert and 
Hogan against him representing a later will. 

FENNING PUTS LUNATIC WARD ON VAUDEVILLE 

Mr. BLA.,..TON. Now, in the case of Carl Hodges, lunacy No. 9735, I 
offer the petition which prays that Frederick A. FenDing be appointed 
committee of the person and estate of carl Hodges. 

Mr. HERSEY. Who signs the petition? 
Mr. BLANTON. It looks like F. Regis Noel. 
Mr. HERSEY. What relation is the petitioner to the ward? 
Mr. BLANTON. He iB a next friend. 
Here is the report of Mr. Fenning, as ancillary committee, which 

shows he has received from the Southern Trust Co., of Little Rock, 
Ark., guardian in .Arkansas, $5,572.34, belonging to the ward which 
had been deposited in the National Saving & Trust Co., Washington, 
D. C., to the credit of "Frederick A. Fenning, ancillary committee of 
Carl Hodges," and so on. 

That is sworn to before Helen A. Losano. 
Here is a petition filed March 15, 1923, by Mr. Fenning ·as com

mittee, which is as follows. I want the gentleman from Maine to 
listen to this. 

Mr. IIJmSEY. I have followed you very carefully. 
Mr. BLANTON (reading) : 
H The petition of Frederick A. FennlDg, committee 1n this cause, 

respectfully shows the court : 
•• 1. That the committee has received numerous visitB from the ward 

with reference to the ward's desire to equip himself for entertainment 
on the vaudeville stage. 

"2. That the ward states that for many years be did acrobatic work 
In a circus, and he believes that he can occupy himself profitably if he 
iB equipped to perform vaudeville stunts. 

" 3. That the ward states that he needs a ' combination spirit collar, 
handcuffs, and leg irons,' clog shoes, puffed trunks, two suits of pink 
tights, canvas gaiters, and a full-dress suit, together with a business 
suit, all of which is estimated can be procured at an expenditure of not 
exceeding $90." 

And so on. And be prays the court to pass an ot·der. That is signed 
by Mr. Fenning and sworn to before Helen A. Losano. 

Mr. HERSEY. Then you have the order of court, have you not? 
Mr. BLANTON. Then, on the same day that petition was filed, March 

15, 1923, the court issues this order : · 
" Upon consideration ot the petltio.n of Frederick A. Fenning, com

mittee herein, it is by the court this. 15th day of March, 1923, 
" Ordered, That the commhtee is authorized to expend not exceeding 

$90 of the ward's funds for the purposes as set out in the said 
petition." 

That is, to get a vaudev111e outfit. 
Then, from the report of the auditor, filed December 13, 1923, I read 

the fo.llowing extracts : 
" Trunk for ward, $10; vaudeville outfit for ward, $47.50 ; main

tenance and clothing for ward, $735.23; attorney's fee, F. R. Noel, 
Esq., $75 ; commission to ancillary committee, 6 per cent, $340.68 ; 
auditor's fee, $10; balance on hand, $4,126.46." 

That is approved by Herbert L. Davis, auditor. Then the account 
filed on December 9, 1924, shows the following : 

" Georgetown University Hospital, accommodation trom December 5, 
1923, to April 12, 1924, $240; personal funds, $100; Dr. J. Ramsey 
Nevitt, professional services, $7 ; • • • care of ward's bor e, $36 ; 
loss on sale of $500 Federal land-bank bond, $9.37 ; bond premiullliS, 
$..1.5.31; allowance to committee in lieu of commiSSion, $20." 

In the auditor's account, filed January 28, 1926, I read the following 
excerpts: 

" Personal use of ward, $320 ; cigars, $4.08 ; pint of olive oil for 
ward, $0.65; clothing, $90.76 ; commission to committee, 10 per cent 
on income collections, $79.47; bond premium, $13.34." 

This was an Arkansas boy. Note tha.t all F. Regis Noel, a 
Washington lawyer, did was to let Fenning use his name as 
" the next friend "-which sometimes in law means just the 
opposite-in filing a petition for the court to appoint Fenning 
committee. And out of this Arkansas boy's estate Fenning paid 
F. Regis Noel $75 and took unto himself commissions of $340.68, 
$20, and $79.47, and bond allowances of $15.31 and $13.34, and 
$7 to his brother-in-law, Dr. J. Ramsey Nevitt. 

l!lABY TRIP FOR SELF AND WIFE TO RUROPE 

Mr. BLANTON. I call your attention, gentlemen, to the case of Neils 
P. J. Erenbjerg. 

The petition of William A. White respectfully shows to the court : 
That he is a citizen of the United States and is the superintendent ot 

St. Ellzabeths Hospital and that he files this petition as the next friend 
of Neils P. J. Erenbjerg. 

"That said Neils P. J. Erenbjerg was admitted to St. Elizabeths 
Hospital by order of the Secretary ot War on the --- day of --
and has been continuously since that time and is now a patient under 
treatment in said hospital. 

"That said Neils P. J. Erenbjerg is unmarried, and that, so far as 
your petitioner is aware, has no relatives." 

Wherefore he prays that he be declared a lunatic and "that Frederick 
A. FenDing act as committee." It is signed and sworn to by Doctor 
White. 

This is the rule to show cause served on the lunatic; the affidavit ot 
the two physicians, Silk and another one from the medical staff of the 
hospital. Then the verdict of the jury, which recites: "Now comes 
the petitioner by his attorney, Frederick A. Fenning," and so on. 

Mr. HOGAN. On what date was that verdict rendered? 
Mr. BLANTON. That verdict was rendered June 6, 1919. 
Then there is the order appointing Mr. Fenning committee anU. the 

report of Mr. Fenning, the tirst report, showing that he has recci vcd 
property amounting to $6,518.30, and that $1,841.77 in cash is deposited 
in the National Savings & Trust Co. That is the bank of which he is a 
stockholder and director. Then there is the petition for allowance, 
which setB forth that the mother of this ward-that she is the mother 
of the ward and a widow living with her daughter, who is a schocl
teacher; that she .has not enough property to yield sufficient incomo 
for her support; that she is n.dva.nced in years, and so so, and she aRk~ 
!J)r an allowance of $10 a month for her support, and stut cf3 t bat she 
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Uves in the Kingdom of Denmark. Then here is the order authorizing 
the allowan~. 

Then here is a petition filed by Mr. Fenning, "Law Offices of Fred
erick A. Fenning, Evans Building, Washington, D. C.," readin~ as 
follows: 

" The petition of Frederick A. FenBing, committee in this cause, 
respectfully shows to the court. 

I will introduce it all but, in eft'ect, it asks that he be allowed to 
traru;fer the ward to Denmark. 

Mr. HOGAN. That his mother and sister desired him to come there. 
Mr. BLANTON. And that the committee believes that the actual 

expense involved will be approximately $1,600. ~ 
Mr. HOGAN. Let me see that paper. That is 1922 that this was 

filed, was it not? [After examining paper.] Yes. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. That was filed in October, 1922. 
And the order was issued on the same day authorizing him to take 

him to Denmark. Now, I just want to read an excerpt from the 
auditor's report-a part of the auditor's report. The auditor's report, 
filed in June, 1920, shows that Mr. Fenning was allowed premium on 
bond, $7; notary fees, $1.75; and commission to himself, $152.52. 

The auditor's re!}ort for July 20, 1921, shows that Mr. Fenning was 
allowed notarial fees of 75 cents; bond premium, $22; and commission 
of 10 per cent to himself, $118.30. · 

The auditor's report for July, 1922, shows that Mr. FenDing was 
allowed notarial fees of $1 ; bond premium, $24 ; and a commission 
of 5 per cent on $2,972.98, $148.65; and 8 per cent commission on 
$·1,887.25, amounting to $150.99; making a total allowance to the 
committee, Mr. Fenning, of $323.04. 

Now, the report for June 23, 1923, of the auditor; shows that Mr. 
Penning was allowed notarial fees of $1.25; be was allowed the cost 

- of returning bi-s ward to Denmark, $1,577.21; and for amount paid 
the Minister of Denmark, $25.94 ; for bond premium, $24 ; and for 
compensation to himself, $500. 

And I will state in connection with this case, so that the committee 
may keep it in mind, that on that trip for wbich he was allowed 
$1,577, there was a man from St. Elizabeths Hospital, an attendant, 
Toner, 66 years of age, went with him and that . he stayed with this 
lunatic every night himself; that on ,no night did he call upon Mr. 
Fenning on the trip, and that Mr. FenDing's wife also accompanied 
him on this trip. 

Now, the last report since he bas been in Denmark, was filed June 
2{), 1025, which shows that the court allowed Mr. Fenning-tbis is 
the second allowance ·since the man has been in Denmark-it allows 
Mr. Fenning--

Mr. HERSEY. What is the date of that report? 
Mr. BLANTON. That is June 20, 1925-bond premium, $30.67; com

mission to committee, Mr. Fenning, 10 per cent of income of 
$2,168.22-$216.82, making a total allowance to Mr. Fenning, includ
ing commission and bond premium, of $247.49. 

Mr. TUCKER. Are these bonds required every year? 
Mr. BLA::iTON. Every year; it is an annual premium. 

JAMES E. TONER TESTIFIED BEFORE GIBSON COMMITT:Ell 
Mr. BLANTON. You are a supervisor in St. Elizabeths? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. How long have you been a supervisor there? 
Mr. TONER. About 40 years. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are the man who went to Denmark, aren't you? 
Mr. TOKER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. With Frederick A. Fenning? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you got to New York the next morning? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. When did you take the boat? 
Mr. ToNER. We took the boat at 12 o'clock that day. 
Mr. BLANTON. Destined where? 
Mr. TONER. To Copenhagen. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you were on the high seas how long? 
Mr. TONER. I think about 12 days. 
Mr. BLANTON. It took you 12 days to go from New York to 

Copenhagen? 
Mr. To:.•HJR. No; from Washington to Copenhagen. We went from 

Copenhagen to the insane asylum. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. On the boat you and the patient had one stateroom, 

dldn't you? 
1\fr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And Mr. Fenning and Mrs. FenDing had another 

stateroom? 
Mr. ' ToNER. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. Did you have first-class passage? 
Mr. TONER. First-class passage ; yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You knew Frederick A 4 Fenning before yon knew 

Doctor White, didn't yon? 
Mr. TOl\"'ER. I knew Frederick A. Fenning when he was a small boy 

np in the Pension Office, the Pension Agency. I used -to take patients 
up there to draw their pensions and Mr. Fenning was a clerk. 

Mr. BLANTON. He w:as a small boy clerk? 
Mr. To::i"En. He was so small that he bad to have a box to stand on 

to get up to the desk. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is a long time ago since he was that small: he ts 

pretty big now. 
Mr. ToNn.n. I don't know about that. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, he is big enough to give you orders on that 

boat, wasn't he? 
Mr. To~ER. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You never called on him a single time on that trip at 

night, did yon? 
~fr. ToNmt. No, sir; not at night. 
Mr. BLANTON. You handled that patient every night? 
Mr. TONER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. He let you turn that fellow loose at the dining table, 

didn't he? 
Mr. TONER. Turn him loose? 
Mr. BLANTON. You went into mess with him? 
Mr. TONER. Yes ; I did. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. You turned him over to an insane asylum ln Denmark, 

didn't you? 
Mr." TOI'iEn. Yes. The next day we took a boat from Copenhagen to 

London. 
Mr. BLANTON. To London? 
Mr. TONE&. Yes. 
Mr. BLA...~TON. How long did you spend in London? 
Mr. ToNER. Two days. 
Mr. BLANTON. Sight-seeing? 
Mr. ToNER. Sight-seeing; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Having a bully good time? 
Mr. ToNER. Well, certainly. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fenning sai<l be was gone exactly a month. 
Mr. Gmso:Y. Less four days. 
Mr. BLA....,...TON. Have you ever taken any other patients away from 

the asylum? 
Mr. TONER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Where? 
Mr. TO::iER. I have taken thell! to Seattle; I have taken them to 

pretty much every city around. I _have carried patients. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then you have had a lot of junkets? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have gotten your salary regularly all that time? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Forty years? 
Mr. TONER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever buy anything for any of those patients 

· down there .at these stores? 
j{r. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever buy any at Eiseman's? 
Mr. 'l'oNER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever buy anything at Saks's? 
Mr. TONER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you got 10 per cent discount? 
Mr. ToNE.n. The patient gets it; I don't get it. 
Mr. BLANTON. How does the patient know, the poor patient that 

doesn't know what goes on day and night? How does he know if he 
gets that 10 per cent? 

Mr. TONER. He doesn't know ; but his guardian pays the bill, and he 
knows. 

Mr. BLANTON. If his guardian takes 25 per . cent of his estate out 
for his bond without telling bim anything about it, he could do some
thing else, couldn't he? 

Mr. TONZR. I don't know about that, Chief. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have bought · lots of clothes out there ? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BowMAN. Did Mr. Fenning mention anything about this trip 

to you? 
Mr. TONER. Two days before the trip was made Mr. Fenning came 

over there and he asked me if I would go. I told Mr. Fenning, ·• I 
don't care much about going, but none of these other boys want 
to go, and if they don't go, I will go." He says, "All right. I would 
be glad to have you." 

1\Ir. BoWMAN. Mr. FenDing did ask you? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BoWl'rllN. Did Doctor White say anything to you aiJout going 7 
Mr. ToNER. He never said a word; no, sir. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Do you mean to tell this committee that none of the 

offi.~rs of the St. Elizabeths Hospital mentioned this fact to you, 
but that yon left the hospital with this ward at the solicitation and 
the suggestion of Mr. FenDing? · 

Mr . . TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Not an official of the St. Elizabeths Hospital qirected. 

or instruded you to take this man ? 
Mr. To~E.R. No, sir. Mr. FeD1rlni. 
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Mr. BLANTO~. Sit down a minute, Mr. Toner. You are 66 years 
old, aren't you? 

l\Ir. TONER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And bow much more? 
Mr. To~R. Sixty-six. I am 66 years of age. 
lli. BLASTON. Exactly? 
:ur. To::mR. Yes. 
Mr. BLAKTON. How did I guess it? Nobody ever told me at alL 
Mr. TONER. I don't know. 
Mr. BLANTON. You are an old man, aren't you? 
Mr. TONER. Yes. 
:ur. BLAN'.L'ON. They sent an old man 66 years of age across the 

wa ter to Denmark with a lunatic? 
Mr. TONER. Yes, sir. 

FENNING DECEIVED MOTHER OF WORLD WAR "VETERAN 

('!'he witnef;s was duly sworn by Mr. DYER.) 
Mr. BLANTON. What is your name? 
Mrs. BUMRREY. Mu.ry Virginia Bumbrey. 
Mr. BLA.."'TON. And you Hve in Osso, Va.? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes ; King George County. 0 so is the po t office. 
Mr. BLL'<TON. Osso is the post office. You are the mother of E1erett 

Taylor Bumbrey ? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Who is now dead? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. He was a World War veteran? 
1\>lrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. He served the Goyernment during the war in the 

United States Navy? 
Mrs. BUMDREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. In 1919, did you go to Mr. Frederick A. Fenning here 

for any purpose? Answer yes or no, and then state what you went to · 
him for. 

Mrs. BUMBRI!IY. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then what did you go to him for a.nd what did you 

say to him? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. I asked him would he make me the beneficiary of 

my child's money ; make me guardian. 
M):'. BLANTON. Make you guardian? 
Mrs. BuMBREY. Make me guardian of my boy. 
Mr. BLANTON. You went to him as · a lawyer? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. · 
M.r. BLANTON. And to have you made guardian of your boy? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What did he say to you? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. He said he would. He said I would enjoy the money 

after having a guardian appointed. And Mr.- Smoot ( ?)--
Mr. BLANTON (interposing). Now, did you give him any information 

about your boy, and about biB relatives; and so on? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir; he asked me the names of my daughters, and 

if he did not have any brothers. I did not have any more sons. 
Ur. BLANTON. And he asked you a whole lot of questions to get 

information ? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And then did he present a papte'r tor you to sign? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You signed your name to it? 
Mrs. BUMBBEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you left? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, str. 
1\lr. BLANTOS. And you understood that he was to ma.ke you guardian 

of your son? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes; I surely did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, I find this Petition filed in court on April 6, 

1919. It reads as follows : 
"In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding on equity 

court. In re Everett Taylor Bumbrey. Lunacy No. 8007 
"The petition of Mary V. Bumbrey respectfully shows to the court: 
"'.that she is a citizen of the United States and a resident o:1' the 

District of Columbia. 
"That Everett Taylor Bumbrey is now, and bas been for some time 

past, a patient under treatment for mental disease at St. Elizabeths 
Hospital, to which institution be was admitted in accordance with an 
net of Congress. 

" Said Everett Taylor Bumbrey is entitled to Navy pay as a seaman 
of the United States Navy at the rate of approximately $35 per month. 

"That said Everett Taylor Bumbrey is unmarried, and that his 
nearest relatives are your petitioner, Mary V. Bumbrey, residing at 
.2204 P street NW., Washington, D. C., mother. 

"That your petitioner is advised, in order that the estate of the 
above-named Everett Taylor Bumbrey may be properly con~rved, it is 
necessary that a committee be appointed by the court. 

"Wherefore, the premisee considered, your petitioner asks--

" That Frederick A. Fenning be appointed committee of the per on 
of the estate of the said above-named Everett Taylor Bumbrey, and for 
such other and further reasons as to the court may seem fit." 

And it has what is SUPIJOSed to be your name signed to it [handing 
paper to witness]. Did you ever know that you were filing a petition 
a .sking that Frederick A. Fenn~g be appionted gua1·dian of your boy 1 

Mrs. BUiiBREY, No; I did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. You thought you were to be appointed? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes; and that is why I signed my name. 
Mr. BLANTos. Did you ever sign more than one paper before Mr. 

Fenning? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. No ; only one. 
Mr. BLili'TON. And this is the paper that you signed? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes ; this is the paper I signed. 
1\fr. BLANTON. And you did not know at the time you igned it that 

he was to be appointed guardian or committee? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You thought you were to be? 
Mrs. BUllfllREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And that is what you thought you were getting him 

to do for you? 
Mr . BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And it says down at the bottom, "F. A. Fenning, 

attorney for petitioner," and you are supposed to have sworn to that 
before a notary. When yon sJgned this, did you swear to it before a 
notary? 

Mrs. BUMBREY. No one was there but himself and his stenog~ 
rapher. 

Mr. BLANTON. Just you three? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. That is all. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did any notary, so far as you know, ask you to hold 

up your hand and swear to this? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. No ; not to hold up my band. 
Mr. BLANTON. Nobody that you remember? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. No, sir. 
Mr. BL.L~TON. Now, this is on the omce folder of Mr. Fenning, with 

his name printed on it. 
Then I will introduce in connection · with that the affidavit ot 

physicians at St. Eli.zabeths, which says: 
"We, the undersigned, do solemnly swear that we .are members ot 

the medical staff of St. Elizabeths Hospital. and we are familiar with 
the mental condition of tbc above .named, who is a patient und.er treat~ 
ment in said hospital, and that in our opinion he. is ol unsound mind." 

That is signed by John E. Lane and Edward W. Leslie and sworn 
to before F. M. Finotti. 

Then there is the verdict of the jury, which recites : 
"Now comes here, as well the petitioner, by her attorney, Frederick 

A. Fenning, as the alleged lunatic." 
Did you ever appear in court when M'r. Fenn:ing had your boy 

adjudged insane? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. No, indeed ; it was unbeknown to me. 
Mr. BLANTON. It was without your knowledge? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. It was without my knowledge. 
Mr. BLANTd'N. I asked her, Did you appear there? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. I never appeared there. 
Mr. BLANTON. You never did? 
Mrs. BuM.BBEY. No, sir. 
M.r. BLANTON. You did not know anything about it? 
Mrs. BUM.BREY. No, sir. 
Mr. BLA--..TON. And this show that your boy was adjudged to be ot 

unsound mind? 
M'rs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then there is an <1rder based on that petition, appoint

ing Mr. Frederick A. Fenning as cominittee, which means guardian of 
the person and estate of your son ; and then there is a report of tbe 
committee, showing that ince his appointment he "bas collected Navy 
pay of the ward, a.s mess attendant, to September 30, 1919, in the sum 
<1f $86; and it says it is expected that further payments will be received 
from the same aource." 

'l'bat is sworn to. And then there ls the first and final account of 
Frederick A. Fenning. 

When did your son dte? 
Mrs. BUMBR.EY. He died on May f>, 1920. 
Mr. BLANTON. This was filed October 20, 1920. It shows that M.r. 

Fenning had received Navy pay from May 31, 1920, $298.34; interest 
from trust company, $2.07 ; making $300.41. 

And he clalms credit for notary fees, $1.25 ; bond premiums, $7 : 
court costs, $15 ; United States marshal's fee, $1.; personal use of the 
ward, $25; commission to committee for all services, $20.04. And he 
shows that he has cash in the National Savings & Trust Co., balance, 
$221.12. 

Mr. BLANTON. When was the first time you knew that M.r. Fenning 
had made himself guardian of your son? 

Mrs. BUMBR.IIlY. Soon after my boy was sent out there. 
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Mr. BLAxToN. Soon after your boy was sent out there you learned 

that? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. I went over to the hospital to see him; 

and Mr. Dootey-I said to him, "How is my boy to-day?" He said, 
"He is right smart to-day. He ought to be," he said, "Mr. Fenning 
bas taken him down to court to-day." 

Mr. llLANTON. He said Mr. Fenning bad taken him to court to-day? 
Mrs. BuMBREY. He said, "Did you not know that?" I said, "I did 

not know anything about it.'' He said, "You should have known." 
And I said, " I did not know a word about it.'' 

l\lr. BLANTON. Did you ask him to settle with you aft('r you were 
appointed administratrix? 

~Irs. BUllfBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Br.ANTON. Did be agr('e to do it? 
~Ir~. BUMBREY. No; lle would not do it. 
Mr. Br.ANTON. He would not do it? 
Mrs. BUliBREY. No. 
Mr. BL.DiTON. What did he tell you? 
1Irs. BUMBREY. He told me to write some offiCN' down there and send 

the names, and he would settle with them ; somebody over in Virginia. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did he tell you you would have to be appointed admin

istratrix? 
. Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you did employ a lawyer? 
Mrs. BuMBREY. I employed Mr. James Taylor, in Washington, D. C. 
Mr. BLANTON. And paid him . a fee? 
Mt:s. BuMBREY. Paid him $25 fee, besides $30 to the court. 
Mr. BLANTON. You paid him all together $55? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You had to pay that out of this $2!!1.12? 
Mrs. BUMBREY. Yes, Sir. 

FENNIXG FRAUDULENTLY CONSPIRED WITH HIS CLIENT ~fllS. WHISPELL 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, I want to · call the committee's attention to the 
case of Isaac T. Fellows. I want the committee to please note the 
manner in which that petition is drawn [exhibiting petition to com
mittee]. It is drawn up an.d places left blank to be filled out. 

'l'bis is on the paper o_f i.fenning & Gordon, attorneys and counselors 
nt Jaw, Washington, D. C., lunacy No. 7830, in re Isaac T. Fellows. 
The way the petition was drawn it says: "The petition · of ---
Whispell," and, in ink, it is filled in up at the top, "Antoinette Whispell," 
and then it is filled in, in ink, that she is a stepmother of Isaac T. 
Fellows, and it is filled in, in ink: "There are no other relations." 

And then section 3: "That said Isaac T. Fellows has no real estate 
and no property of value other than his claim tot· compensation under 
the act of October 6, 1917, and a claim for final .Army pay and bonus," 
and then there is added, in ink, " and $30 Liberty bond." Then it 
recites: 

" Wherefore, the premises considered, your petitioner asks : • • 
" That the court appoint Frederick A. Fenning, a member of the bar 

of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, as committee of the 
person and estate of the said Isaac T. Fellows." 

Then there is the affidavit of the two physicians from St. Elizabeths 
Hospital, which was filed July 12, 1919. The rule to show cause was 
served on the lunatic July 14, 1919, the Terdict of the jury shows that 
the petitioner appeared by Frederick A. Fenning as attorney, and the 
order appointing Mr. Fenning committee was filed July 18, 1919. 

The order of the court authorized Mr. Fennlng to keep the money 
on deposit in the National Savings & Trust Co., of which he is direc
tor and stockholder. Then here is an order dated March 26, 1920, 
authorizing 1\lr. Frederick A. Fenning to pay to the stepmother, An
toinette Wbispell, $40 for a trip for coming to see the ward here, and 
a report of Mr. Fenning showing the amount of money that he bas put 
on deposit in the National Savings & Trust Co., filed April 1, 1921. 

Then I offer the following two expense bills, 1\11·. Chairman, for the 
inspection of the committee, showing how they are rendered by the 
bonding company, for the bond. 

Mr. DYER. Let them go in the record. 
1\lr·. BLA~TON. Yes. They are regular accounts rendered to Mr. 

Fenning, which do not disclose that he has any agency commission, 
just as if be had paid the money to the bonding companies. 

Mr. HEBSEY. The only thing you complain of in the case now before 
us, Mt·. BLAXTO)f, is that he charged an illegal fee, to wit, the bonding 
fee. 

~Ir. BLANTO~. No; there are some other matters. 
Mt·. HEnsEY. I wish you would point the thing out. 
Mt·. Br.ANTON. I am going to. Here is one bill, a voucher, November 

13, 1919: "Mr. Frederick A. Fenning, committee, 10 night robes at 
$2-$20.'' 

Here is one of April 19, 1920: "12 night shirts at $1.50-$18." 
Another one of Novembet· 11, 1920: "12 night sbit·ts, $2.50, $30, 

less 10 per cent discount, $3-$27." 
Another one of May 11, 1921 : " 12 night shirts, $24, less 10 per 

· cent discount, $2.40-$21.60." 

NO'i:~ that Fenning had the court to allow him $68.60 for 
night shirts furnished his ward from November 13, 1919, to 

May 11, 1921, less than 18 months time. But who cared? It 
came out of the ward's estate. 

Then I want to introduce the following accounts of allowances to 
the stepmother to come to Washington from New York. I am doing 
this for this purpose, gentlemen. This was a boy who lived at New 
York. He could have been sent to New York, close to his relativ(', 
the only one be had; but he was kept here and $40 every two months 
was allowed the stepmother to come to Washington. 

Here is the receipt of Janna1·y 31, 1!>20: Received of Frederick A. 
Fenning, committee of Isaac T. Fellows, $20, signed ''.Antoinette 
Whlspell," for "part payment of expenses for trip from New York 
City to Washington, D. C., and return." 

Here is another one, February 9, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, March 26, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, March 31, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, May 25, 1!>20, $20. 
Here is another one, May 29, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, July 23, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, .July 29, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, September 22, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, September 2:5, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, November 18, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, November 22, 1920, $20. 
Here is another one, January 22, 1921, $20. 
Here is another one, January 27, 1921, $20. 
Here is another one, March 21, 1921, $20. 
Here is another one, March 24, 1921, $20. 
Here is another one, May 20, 1921, $20. 
Here is ~mother one, May 24,' ;1.9~1, $20. 
Now they are all for trips back and forth from New York to 

Washington. 
~fr. HOGAN. Do you mean for the motller of the ward? 
Mr. BLA.NTOY. 'For the stepmother of the ward. 
My contention is that al:l of that money was paid out, and it he had 

sent that ward home and had that stepmother be the guardian fot• 
him herself and be close there by him, it would have saved all this 
expense, and this commission be received every year would have been 
paid to the boy's mother instead o! to some outsider. 

Mr. YATES. Very well; · I see your purpose there. 
Mr. BLANTON. 'l'he auditor's report for June 21, 1920, shows an 

allowance of $120 to Mrs. Whispell, for visiting the ward ; bond premium, 
$7 ; and commission to Mr. Fenning, himself, as committee, of $259.8:5. 

The report for June 27, 1921, shows notarial fees, $1; expenses of 
Antoinette Wbispell, foster mother of ward, $240, for visiting the 
ward, and recommended allowances to Mr. Fenning as follows, which 
was paid : Commission, $200.37; premiums on bond, $16. 

Now, gentlemen, I bave introduced the papers in the case of Isaac 
Fellows up to the time of his death. Now I introduce a petition on 
the law paper of "Frederick A. Fenning, Evans Building, 1420 
New York Avenue NW.," filed July 18, 1921, in the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, holding a probate court, administrntiou 
No. 28337: 

" The petition of Walter B. Cooke respectfully shows the court : 
" 1. 'l'hat he is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 

State of New York. 
"2. That !sane T. Fellows, late of the District of Columbia, and a 

citizen of the United States, died intestate in the District of Columbia 
July 3, 1921, leaving a personal estate consisting of approximately 
$4,400 in funds and Liberty loan bonds in the hands of his com
mittee in lunacy, and no real ('State so far as your petition('r is aware. 

"3. That no relatives of said Isaac T. Fellows can be found, other 
than his stepmother, M1·s. Antoinette Whispell of New York City. 

" 4. That Walter B. Cooke bas a claim against the estate of the 
said Isaac T. Fellows for $359.10 for burial of said Isaac T. Fellows, 
and knows of no other debts of said intestate." 

Then he goes on and prays that citation may issue and that, unless 
cau e be shown to the contrary, letters of administration upon the 
estate of said Isaac T. Fellows be issued to Frederick A. 'Fenning, 
and so on. 

Now, this is an undertaker in New York, the petitioner, and it is 
tiled in court here on the paper of and by Mr. Frederick .A. Fenning. 

Then I offer the expense account of thls undertaker : 
Hearse to move body from railroad sl:.c'ttion __________________ _ 
Reembalming and care of remains _________________________ _ 
Solid oak outside box with copper handles ___________________ _ 
Auto to deliver box to cemeterY----------------------------Use of funeral chapel ____________________________________ _ 

Minister's fee __________ ----------------------------------6 Illen to carry casket at $4 each _________________________ _ 
.Auto hearse to Woodlawn Cemetery _________________________ _ 
8 limousines to cemetery at $13 each _______________________ _ 
New adult grave at Woodlawn _____________________________ _ 

$20. 00 
25.00 
55.00 
5.00 

25.00 
15.00 
24.00 
24. 00 

Personal attendance and services----------------------------
3 telegrams to Washington, D. C·---------------------------
1 telephone call to Washington, D. C-----------------------
4 telephone calls to Jersey CitY----------------------------- , 
Car for pallbearers---------------------------------------- · 

104.00 
77.00 
50.00 
4.65 
2.65 

. 80 
13.00 
13.00 One extra car for flowers ________________________________ _ 

Total---------------------------------------------- 3~q.1o 
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Then I introduced the summons reciting " F. A. Fenn1ng, attorney " ; 
the summons in this administration ca.se, with Mr. Fennlng's name 
attached as attorney. 

Then the order of publication which shows F. A. Fenning and 
raul V. Rogers, attorneys. 
~hen the letters of administration to Mr. Frederick A. Fenning. 
Then the inventory showing an estate of $5,«2.47, sworn to by 

Mr. Fenning before Helen A. Losano. 
'!'hen the order authorizing the erection of a monument at a cost 

of $575. 
Then this notice : 

OFFICE OF REGISTER Oil' WILLS, 
Washitzgton, D. 0., 'September !1, 192!. 

Fr:EDERICK A. FEX.\'1NG, Esq., 
Evans Building, Oity. 

Sm: The records of this office show that the year allotted you by 
law in which to settle the estate of Isaac T. Fellows, deceased, No. 
28337, has expired, and that you have not rendered an account of your 
trust, as required by law. 

Your attention is invited to the instructions prtnted for your guid
::mce on the back of the inclosed blank. After stating your '"8.ccount, 
you should forward it to the register of wills, Washington, D. C. 

,.A prompt compliance with the above instructions Will be appre
ciated. 

Very respectfully, 

Then there is this indorsement on it : 

THEODORE COGSWELL, 
Deputy Register of Wills. 

''I have not ..vet located heirs at law or next of kin, but am in 
active correspondence in the hope of locating such persons and ask that 
time for accounting be extended six months. 

9/26/22 - F. A. F:ilNNINO.', 

Then here is a petition filed October 11, 1922, by Mr, Frederick A. 
Fenning and sworn to before Helen A. Losano, notary, which says 
that the administrator bas tor distribution -something in excess of 
~3,500. 

It says: 
" That it appears that the intestate lived, ·for many years, in New 

York City and the ll.dministrator deems it advisable to make personal 
inquiry in that city and vicinity, in the hope of locating .Persons en
titled to distribution. 

"That the administrator estimates. that the expense involved in 
making such inquiry will not ~xceed $40." 

Then he asks that the court pass an order authorizing the admin
istrator to make such personal inquiry. That was filed October 11, 
1922. 

Then there is the order <>f court allowing him to make that per
sonal inquiry at an expense of $40, filed October 13, 1922. 

Then on December 19, 1922, Mr. Fenning filed this petition for 
instructions: 

"The petition of Frederick A. Fenning, administrator in this cause, 
respectfully shows the courtr-

"That pursuant to the order of this court of October . 13, 1922, 
authorizing the administrator to proceed to New York City. • •" 

Well It just goes on to state that he went there and then says: 
"That, as a result of the inquiry conducted by the administrator, he 

wa.s unable to find record of any living person who is the next of kin 
or heir at law of the intestate. 

"That since the said inquiry was made the administrator has re
ceived from Messrs. Conklin & Montross, 59 Wall Street, New York 
City, a proof of claim made by the said Antoinette Whispell against 
the estate of the said lsaa.c T. Fellows, containing a statement of ac
count in which there is claimed "from the estate of the intestate $3,26:5 
with interest. 

" That the said proof ot claim· 1s herewith submitted to the court 
for such action as the court may deem proper, the admini ~trator hereby 
indicating his willingness to promptly comply with any order that the 
court may make in the premises." 

ll'ENNING CAUSED THIS FRAUDULENT CLAIM FILED 

Mrs. Whispell was not entitled to this estate. Her claims 
were fraudulent. When Judge Wilkes investigated her in New 
York, she immediately withdrew her claims. And I will quote 
from testimony of Fenning before Gibson committee showing 
that it was Fenning's $40 trip to New York that incited Lawyer 
Montross to file such claim for Mrs. Wh1spell: 

Mr. BLANTON (resuming reading) : "and after considerable corra.. 
spondence is unable to locate heirs at law or next of kin. 

"2. That it appears that the intestate lived for many years in New 
York City, and the administrator deems it advisable to make personal 
inquiry in that city and vicinity in the hope of locating persons en· 
titled to -distribution." 

You wanted to take a trip to New· York', Mr. Connnissioner? 
Mr. FENNING. That petition speaks for itielt. 

Mr. BLA~'"TON. And you -got an oTder for $40 to make it per onally. 
Why didn't you put a notice in the New York Times? 

Mr. FEN'NING. ""Did you see the order tlie court signed? 
Yr. BLA.NTON. Yes. 
:Mr. FENNI~G. X.hat is the answer; because I ~omplied with the order 

of the court. 
Mr. GIBSON. How much more of that is there? 
'Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, this is the most important matter that 

bas been before Congress since I have been he~; it is something that 
affects the liberty of every ex-service man in the United States, and 
we ought to take tl.me. 

[Resumes reading:] 
"Ordered, that said administrator be, and Is hereby, authorized to 

make personal inquiry in New York City and vjcinity, with a view 
to locating heirs at law or next of kin of the intestate, the expenses 
incident to such inquiry not to exceed $40 and to be pal() from this 
estate." 

Mr. FENNING. Who signed that? 
Mr. BLANTON. That was Walter I. McCoy, the man who swore you 

tn, and he signed many of yours. 
Mr. F'E!'.'"YING. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And his petition for the erection of a $575 monument. 

[Reading:] 
"Petition o.f Antoinette Whispell "-
That was your client? 
Mr. FENNING. Ob, sbe was my client in the lunacy pToceedings. 
Mr. BLA-1\'"TON. Why don't you admit if? She was his cllent. 
Mr. FENNING. In the lunacy proceedings. I said she was my client 

in the lunacy proceedings. 
Mr. BLANTON. Why she was his client and he wus attorney of 

record. When she filed her account 1t was Mr. Wilkes who went 11p 
tbere aDd got a statement that stupped you, -did it not, Mr. Fenniug2 

Mr. FEN~""ING. Did she file a claim in ·court? 
Mr. BLANTON. Y~. 
Mr. FENNING. Have you got that there? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. FENNING. Who were her attorneys? 
Mr. BLANTON. I will show you who they were. When you took this 

trip to New York at Fellows's expense. didn't you go to see the attorney. 
that represented this woman? 

Mr. FENNING. Yes. 
Mr. GIBSON. Who was it? 
Mr. BLANTON. Who was it, Mr. FenDing? 
Mr. FENN~G. It was a firm on Wall Street, and the one I saw was 

M1'. Montross. 
Mr. BLA~~o::~~. And didn't you tell .Mr. MOllttoss ·about this trans

action, and wasn't it the first time he had ever known? 
Mr. FENNING. I saw Mrs. Wbispell there at Montross's office. 
Mr. BLANTON. Didn't Mr. Montross get his fust intimation of this 

estate from you? 
Mr. F~NING. I may have recommended Mr. Montross's firm to her. 
Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes; that is what you may have done. 
Mr. F:mNNING. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you had them file that claim for her? 

. 1 promise the CQmmittee that I will show that later. I want to 
ask if lames Wilkes, who is at present assist.ant corporation counsel 
of the District of Columbia, did not go to New York and get a state
ment from that woman that caused her account to be withdrawn? 

Mr. FlilNNING. He went up there and got som·e kind of a statement 
that caused her attorneys to withdraw; yes. · 

Mr. BLANTON . .And he made you pay ·every dollar of that estate, 
afte~ you paid your commissions, to the District of Columbia; dld be 
not? 

Mr. FENNING. There was no contention to the contr~cy on my part. 
I submitted the matter to the court. The District of Columbia would 
have been entitled to the money if he died without relatives up to the 
fifth degree. I sent notice to corporation counsel, and the assistant 
corporation counsel went up to New York City and made an investi
gation, as a result of which he concluded she wus not entitled to it, 
and her attorneys wrote a letter down here withdrawing the claim. 

If Judge Wilkes had not gone to New York n.nd investigated 
Mrs. Whispell, and scared her into withdrawing her fraudu
lent claim, Fenning would have had this entire estate paid 
over to her and there would have been a division of fees 
between him and Montross. But such estate is now held by 
·the District of Columbia, and whenever the rightful heirs of 
Isaac T. Fellows are found they will ·get it. 

And besides his own fees and commissions allowed him by 
the com·t, both as committee while Fellows was alive and as 
administrator after Fellows died, I showed that the court 
allowed Fenning for three bond premiums and six notary ac
counts for his Miss Helen A. Lasano, and $12.90 for his Wash
ington Law Reporter. a.ere is why Fenning became director of 
and attorney for lt: 
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RULE OF COURT 

RULE 24, SEC. 3. Hereafter all notices which relate to proceedings 
in the Supreme Court of tlie District of ColUmbia, the publication of 
which is required by law or by rules of court or by any order of court, 
shall be published in the Washington Law Reporter, during the time 
required by law, in addition to any other papers, which may be spe
cially ordered or which may be selected by the parties. 

B'RICDERICK FENNING WROTJI ANOTHJIR WILL FOR INSANII WARD. 

Mr. BLANTON. In lunacy case No. 4270 of Mary Ellen Sauter, non 
compos in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, I read the 
following excerpts from the petition. 

Mr. HERSEY. What is the date of the petition 7 
Mr. BLANTON. It was filed on July 18, 1911. [Reading:] 
" That Mary E. Sauter is likewise a citizen of the United States and 

a resident of the District of Columbia and is of the age of 73. years. 
"That the said Mary Ellen Sauter is the owner of real estate in the 

city of Washington, District of Columbia, of the value of about $3,500, 
from which real estate there is a monthly income of $28 derived from 
the rental thereof. That in addition thereto the said Mary Ellen 
Sauter has personal property consisting of moneys in bank to the 
extent of about $1,200 and is likewise the recipient of a pension of $12 
a month from the United States Government. 

"That the said Mary Ellen Sauter has for the past 18 months or 
2 years been in a mental condition which has wholly unfitted her to 
execute a valid deed or contract or to transact ordinary business mat
ters involving the preservation of her estate and that the only income 
whlrb she has is derived from her pension and the estate hereinbefore 
mentioned. That your petitioners are advised and believe that the 
said Mary Ellen Sauter is suffering from senile dementia and that she 
is wholly unfitted to care for her estate and that if she be permitted 
to retain possession of her property that she will dissipate same and 
alienate her interest in the real estate and will be subjected t_o the 
machinations of unscrupulous and designing persons." 

Mr. BLANTON. This is an affidavit by James P. Way, stating he 
treated her in Chicago for senile debility. It is dated June 21, 1911, 
and reads: 

" This is. to certify that I treated Mrs. Mary E. Sauter during her 
stay in Chicago for senile debility, both .mental. and physical.". 

And then here is an aftidavit of Dr. James P. Way stating the 
same 1hing, that in 1908 he was called to treat her, and .so on. 
I will not read it all, but it shows be treated her for it in 1908. 

Then here are two affidavits from Emil Suehlsen and .Mrs. M~rtha 
Sueblsen, who are propriet~rs of · a grocery store in Chicago, and 
they say that in their estlOlation Mrs. Sauter is not capable of 
taking care of any property she may possess and is in need of a 
guarillan, and that is sworn to on the 9th day of July, 1911, and 
they found that condition in March, 1911. 

Then there is the affidavit of William Schultz, who testifies prac
tically to the same thing. 

Then Curtis Petzel, who by occupation is a butcher in Chicago, gives 
an affidavit that he has been acqu.ainted with Mrs. Mary Ellen 
Sauter since the spring of 1908 and has frequently waited on her 
when she made purchases at the store where he was employed, that 
she was very eccentric and a hard customer to wait upon and this 
was attributed to the fact that she was of advanced age and there
fore childish. He noticed her condition getting worse just before 
her teaving Chicago for Texas in 1910, and in his estimation Mrs. 
Saut<'r is not able to transact any legal business or to manage prop
erty and that she shoold have some reputable person to attend to her 
matters for her. 

Mrs. Dora Ogden testifies that she lives in El Paso, Tex., and that 
she was very much shocked to see how much this Mrs. Sauter bad 
failed and how childish she had become and was distressed to note 
how she was becoming worse dming the latter part of her visit. 

And here is another one by L. W. Smith much to the same effect. 
" Dt·. B. R. Logie, being first duly sworn, deposes and says : That 

he is a physician practicing medicine in the District of Columbia and 
personally knows Mary Ellen Sauter. That he has examined the said 
Mary Ellen Sauter within the last 24 hours and confidently believes 
her of unsound mind and incapable of managing her property or 
properly protecting bersel1." 

That is signed by B. R. Logie and sworn to on the 19th day of July, 
1911, before Theodot·e Block. 

Then the verdict of the jury finds her to be of unsound mind. 
Then the order appointing the committee reads in part: 
"And it is further adjudged, ordered, and decreed that Frederick A. 

Fenning and George W. Baumann be, and are hereby appointed com
mittee of the person and estate of said Mary Ellen Santer, upon their 
giving bond in the sum or $2,000, conditioned for the faithful per
formance of the trust in them reposed." 

Mr. HERSEY. The jury found her of unsound mind? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes, sir. 
Now I want to read a will that was made. Here is the will. Can 

you gentlemen agree that this. will was prepared by Mr. Fennlng 
[handing document to Mr. Hogan]? 

Mr. HoGA.."i. I know there was a will prepared by Mr. FenDing. 
M.r. BLANTON. That is the one. It will save some time. 
Mr. HoGAN. Yes; on the 30th day of June, 1911. 
Mr. BLANTON. This is a will that it is admited Mr. Fenning prepared, 

that was signed by Mrs. Sauter. 
Mr. HoGAN. He prepared it as attorney for th&-1ady. He was the 

draftsman of it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; and it was executed on the 30th day of June, 1911, 

and this petition, you understand-if you will keep this point in mind
filed July 18, 1911, the same year, just about a month afterwards, 
recites that Mary Ellen Sauter has for the past 18 months or two 
years been in a mental condition which wholly unfitted her to execute 
a valid deed or contract. 

Mr. BLANTON. Without reading it, I will introduce the will that she 
made on December 5, 1901. 

Mr. HERSEY. That is the last will? 
Mr. BLANTON. That is the first will. The last wlll was the one 

Fenning drew about a month before she was committed. 
Then the first account of the committee shows that they have 

received total receipts of $1,608.20; that they have paid W. E. 
Ambrose for attorney's fee and cost $41 ; to F. A. Fenning, attorney's 
fee, $25; to Dr. B. R. Logie, examination and testimony, $25; board 
of ward to April 15, 1912, $222.84. 

That was signed and sworn to by Mr. Fenning and Mr. Baumann. 
The report of the auditor shows that the physician's fee of $25 was · 

paid to Doctor Logie; that notarial fees of $3 were paid; that the 
board of ward to April 15, 1912, wastt$224.84; that the bond of the 
trustee was $10; that the solicitor's fee to F. A. Fenning, Esq., was 
$15; that the commissions of committee were $80.41; and that the 
auditor's fee was $15. 

Now, the second account of Mr. Frederick A. Fenning and George W. 
Bauinann, made under oath, shows disbursements as follows : To Dr. 
B. R. Logie, $10; to Dr. A. J. Hall, $10; to Dr. R. A. Pyles, $8; bonds, 
$10; notarial fees, $2.25 ; Dr. E. F. Pickford, $2. 

For all services rendered in filing this account the committee suggest 
that a commission of 8 per cent will be a reasonable compensation. 

Now, that brings us up to the death of this woman, and I read the 
following: 

The petition of Fred~rick A. Fenning respectfully shows the cour( 
"th.at he is a cltizen of the United States and a resident of the Dis
trict of Columbia; that Mary Ellen Sauter, late of the District of 
Columbia, died in the District of Columbia; that your petitioner is 
named in the said last will and testament as _executor and trustee, and 
is advised that in order that this estate may be administered in the 
manner provided by law it is necessary that the said last will and 
testament be admitted to probate and record as a will of real and 
personal property and letters testamentary be issued thereunder." 

Mr. HERSEY. He is now petitioning to be appointed by the court 
executor under the law? 

Mr. BLANTON. Of the will that he himself prepared. 
Mr. HE.RSBY. I do not suppose that makes any difference. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, here is a petition for caTeat. It sets up that 

petitioner "is informed and believes and therefore avers that a certain 
paper writing, dated June 30, 1911, has been filed, and application made . 
for the probate thereof as the last will and testament of the said Mary 
Ellen Sauter, deceased. 

"That said deceased was not, at the time of the making and sub
scribing, or the acknowledging by her of the said paper writing, dated 
June 30, 1911, of sound mind and memory, or in any respect capable 
of making or executing a will. 

"That the said deceased did not, at the time of making tbe sub
scription at the end of the said paper writing, dated June 30, 1911, 
or at the time of acknowledging tbe subscription to have been made 
by her to the attesting witnesses to the said paper writing, declare 
the said paper writing to be the last will and testament of the said 
Mary Ellen Sauter. 

"That the attesting witnesses to said paper writing, dated June 30, 
1911, did not, nor did any of them, sign his name as a witness to the 
said paper writing at the request of or in the presence of the said 
Mary Ellen Sauter. 

"That the said paper writing, purporting to be such last will 
and testament, was obtained and the execution thereof procured, by 
fraud and coercion practiced upon her by James Goddard, Myla S. 
Goddard, and by the executor named in said paper writing, or by all 
or them, or by some other person or persons unknown to the petitioner. 

" That the said paper writing, dated June 30, 1911, was not freely 
and voluntarily executed or made or known as the decedent's last will 
and testament by said deceased, but that the subscription thereto and 
the publication thereof, if at all, by her, was procured by fraud and 
coercion exercised upon her by James Goddard, Myla S. Goddard, or 
the executor named in said paper writing, or all of them, or by some 
other person or persons unknown to the petitioner." 

Note that they claimed that Frederick Fenning committed 
fraud in .preparing said purported wil~ when Mrs. Sauter was 
insane, and having himself named as the executor therein. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Now, on this legal document which is a petition for 

letters ad colligentum, " The petition of Frederick A. Fenning respect
fully shows to this honorable court : 

"That he is the same pe-rson who filed a petition asking that the 
will of Mary Ellen Sauter, deceased,. dated June 30, 1911, be admitted 
to probate and that letters testamentary issue to him in accordance 
with the terms of said will. 

"2. That a caveat has been filed by one Frederick V. Sauter, one of 
the heirs of the said Mary FJilen Santer, and a beneficiary named in 
said will, dated June 30, 1911, denying the validity of said will and 
praying that the court refuse to admit said will to probate. 

"That in view of the condition as set forth above, it would be for 
the advantage of the creditors and all persons interested in said estate 
for a collector to be appointed." 

Mr. HEBSEY. Does the statute of the District of Columbia authorize 
such an appointment? 

Mr. HOGAN. The answer is yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is the counsel's answer. 
Mr. HOGAN. He asked if the statute of the District of Columbia 

authorized such an appointment, and the answer is yes. 
l\fr. BLANTON. That is the counsel's answer, but here is the other 

party in his answer. The court may appoint a collector, but, as counsel 
says, it may be contended that it was not necessary [reading] : 

"That the respondent believes and therefore avers that the only 
property belonging to the estate consists of $750 in cash and a trust 
note, and certain real estate known as premises No. 1518 Tenth Street 
NW., Washington, D. C., whic~ premises are rented for the sum of 
$20.50 per month, and which rent is being collected by Benjamin F. 
Saul Co., real-estate agents, of 934 New York Avenue NW. 

"That all of said property is in the custody of a committee., con
sisting of Frederick A. Fenning and George W. Baumann, appointed 
by this honorable court in lunacy proceedings No. 4270 (which I hereby 
refer to and prayed to be read as a part hereof), whose bond was 
duly approved and filed in this court ; and that, pursuant to an order, 
passed in said cause, the Washington Loan & Trust Co. was designated 
as a depository for all funds belonging to the estate. 
· "That the appointment ·of a collector will entail additional and un

necessary expense chargeable against the small balance now remain
ing for distribution, there is no pressing necessity for the appointment 
of a collector so far as the preservation and security of the assets are 
concerned, and that there are no in~icate or urgent duties to be 
performed by a collector pending the disposition of the caveat herein 
above referred to." 

Mr. HEnsEY. Who is that signed by? 
Mr. BLANTON. By one of the . heirs, Frederick V. Sauter. Here is 

an order I wish to read to the committee: 
"On consideration of the petition of Frederick A. Fenning, etc. 
"Adjudged, ordered, and decreed that Frederick A.. Fenning be and he 

is hereby granted letters ad colligendum on said estate," etc. 
This is a motion to vacate and set aside the order appointing a 

collector: 
" Now comes Frederick V. Sauter, by his attorneys, Loving & 

Hamner, and m~ves the court to vacate and set aside the order. It 
was stated by this honorable court that there appeated to be no 
urgent necessity for the appointment of a collector, and the court, 
being desirous of conserving the assets of this estate, refused to ap
point a collector in compliance with the petition presented therefor. 

" That notwithstanding the fact that the court refused, etc., it 
appears that an order was presented to this ·honorable court by 
Frederick A. Fenning, etc., without the knowledge or consent of or 
notice to the said Frederick V. Sauter, or his attorneys of record, and 
without any suggestion or Intimation to the said attorneys that an 
order would be presented to the court for signature, and without an 
opportunity to be heard further with regard to the appointment of a 
collector. 

"In consideration of the foregoing recitation of facts the said 
Frederick V. Sauter moves the court to vacate and set aside the order." 

Mr. HOGAN. Have you the order of the court on that? 
Mr. BLANTON. I do not find any order. 
Mr. HERsEY. Letters to the executor? 
Mr. BLANTON. To the collector, showing the court must have over-

ruled it. I have not the order here. There may be one, but I have 
not seen it. These letters to the oollector were giv-en the next da,y. 

Mr. HOGAN. To Mr. Fenning? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. It appoints Frederick A. FenDing, of the Dlatrict 

of Columbia. Here is the order of court framing the issues for trial. 
Mr. HERSEY. Issues in what? 
:Mr. BLANTON. In the wlll contest. 
Mr. HoGAN. In the ordinary form of law. 
Mr. BLAl'<""TON (reading). "Upon consideration of the caveat of Fredelick 

V. Sauter, filed herein, against a certain paper writing, dated the 80th 
day of .Tune, 1911, which paper wrltlng, purporting to be the last 
will and testament of Mary Ellen Sauter, deceased, was filed herein 
on the 26th day ot December, 1916, and no answer thereto having been 
filed . other than by the guardian ad litem ot L. L .Banter, 1t 1s, this 
20th day of AprU, 1917-

' Ordered that the following issues be, and they hereby are, framed 
to be tried before a jury :' 

" 1. Was the paper writing, filed in this court, bearing date the 
30th day of June, 1911, the last will and testament of Mary Ellen 
Sauter, deceased? 

"2. Was the said Mary Ellen Sauter:, at the time of making and 
subscribing, or of the acknowledging by her of said paper writing, ot · 
sound and disposing mind and capable of executing a valid deed or 
contract? 

" 3. Was the said paper writing, dated June 30, 1911, purporting to 
be the last will and testament of Mary Ellen Sauter, deceased, executed 
and attested as required by law? 

"4. Was the said paper writing, dated the 30th day of June, 1911, 
obtained, or the execution thereof procured from the said Mary IDllen 
Sauter, deceased, by undue influence of James Goddard, l\Iyla S. 
Goddard-- · 

And it was originally written in here in type " Frederick A. FenDing, 
the executor," and "Frederick A. Fenning " has been scratched out 
and is omitted, so that it reads : "The executor named in said paper 
writing, or any of them, or any other person or persons?" 

Mr. HERSEY. You do not claim it was changed after it was filed in 
court? 

Mr. BLANTON. I claim the way it was first drawn it gave the name 
of the executor, and before the matter was submitted the name was 
stricken out and it just left " the executor " without the name. 

Mr. BLA.J."fl''N (reading) : 
"5. Was the said paper writing, dated the 30th day of June, 1911, 

obtained, or the execution thereof, or the subscription thereto . procured 
from the said Mary Ellen Sauter, deceased, by coercion, fraud, or duress 
practiced upon the said Mary Ellen Sauter, deceased, by James Goddard. 
Myla S. Goddard, or "-

And here it is again, originally written in the name " Frederick A. 
Fenning," and then scratched out " the executor named in said paper 
writing, or any of them, or any other person or persons." 

Now, here is the order. I want to read this. It is not very long. 
"Again come here the parties aforesaid in manner aforesaid and the 

same jury that was respited yesterday; whereupon, upon motion of the 
caveatee, by his attorney, Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., a juror is with
drawn and the case is passed." 

Will counsel agree that this eourt withdrew a juror at the instance 
of Mr. FenDing? 

Mr. HooAN. No. I will agree to the fact I will agree that, in 
spite of the charge given by the court, counsel representing the con
testants deliberately put before the jury a thing which was prejudicial, 
and the judge promptly, upon motion, withdrew a juror and continued 
the case. 

Mr. BLANTON. At the request of Mr. Fennlng? 
Mr. HOGAN. Upou the very proper and lawyerlike motion of Mr. 

Fenning. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will agree to that statement, because it shows it 

was Mr. Fenning who had the juror withdrawn. 
Mr. HoGAN. Certainly. · 
Mr. BLANTON. That ends that. Now, will counsel agree, to save the 

trouble of bringing a lot of other witnesses here, that before there 
could be another trial the party in that case died? 

Mr. HOGAN. I do not know that to be the fact. My information is 
that he was sick. 

Mr. BLANTON. You will admit there was no jury trial? 
Mr. HOGAN. I will admit any fact I know. 
Mr. BLANTON. There wa;; no other jury trial 1 
Mr. HOGAN. There was no other jury trial. 
Mr. BLANTON. Here is the order admitting the will to probate and 

issuing letters testamentary to " Frederick A. Fenning, the executor 
named in the will, upon his giving bond in the sum of $2,000." 

Mr. DYER. Mr. BLA...o....,TON, are not those papers to be filed with the 
committee? 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like for the committee to do this. I would 
like for the committee to get an order from Justice McCoy, chief 
justice of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, permitting 
me to turn all these papers over to the committee until this case is 
ended, so that my personal responsibility will end. If the chairman 
will get Justice McCoy to give that order, I know he will be very glad 
to do it. He has been very nice to me, and all tbe courts here have 
been very nice, in granting every request I have made for the production 
of papers. 

Mr. Dnm. Very well. 
Mr. HoGAN. Then, if the papers get lost, Mr. DYER will be held in 

contempt, and not Mr. BLANTON? 
Mr. BLANTON. Here is the account of Frederick A. Fenning. 
Mr. Hm:asmY. As executor? 
Mr. BLANTON. As executor. It shows that he received from the 

eollector $1,369.94, that he received from El. J. Hillyard, $200, deposit 
on purchase of 1418 'l.'entb Street NW.; that he received from George 
W. Bauman, gold, $20; rents 1418 Tenth Street NW., $196.&0; interest 
Trust Co., $9.39; making a total of $1,796.13. 
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· It shows the following disbursements : 
- " Notarial - fees, $1 ; Law Reporter,' publishing notice, $5; Evening 

Star, publishing notice, $6.30 ; Frank Geier's Sons, undertakers, 
$150.07 ; fire insurance premium, $4.'50 ; personal tax, - 1921, $4.11 ; 
refund to Hillyard of deposit on purchase of real estate, $200; bond 
premium, $20; auction sale, advertisement, and auctioneer, $83.48; 
allowance to executor to cover all services, including professional serv
ices in will contest, $300." 

"Murry Nelson, conducting examination in Chicago, will contest, 
$25 ; Dr. Frederick 0. Roman, testimony in will contest, $10; Dr. 
James H. Stone, same, $10 ; Law Reporter Co., publishing order, $8.89; 
Evening Star, publishing notice, $9.60; James Sherier, reimbursement 
of expenditures in summoning witnesses in support of will, $3.50; 
reserve for payment of 1922 personal tax, $4.22; register of wills, costs 
this account, $27; making a total of $872.67." 

Here is the account of Frederick A. ·Fenning as collector in · that 
case. He shows that be received the rents from the real estate prop
erty mentioned, collected to May 16, 1920, $712.10. He recei'ved cash 
from the committee in lunacy; $254. · Then there was principal and 
interest to August 21, 1917, on a $500 note, $51:5.80. Interest ·on 
bank deposit to January 1, 1920, $53.14. 

He claims credit and allowance for the following disbursements : 
Notarial fees, 75 cents; expense of minor's trip to accept service, · $14; 
premium on bond, four years, $20. 

Mr. HERsEY. Outside of the bond, do you claim there was .anything 
that was not all right? 

Mr. BLANTON. There are a whole lot of expenses that, if the com
mittee should agree with the contestants, might have been saved. 
'l'bey fought that appointment as collector and claimed it was 'done 
without their knowledge, and the court once said he would not appoint 
the collector. I claim that all of these expenses could have been saved. 
For instance, the marshal's fee of $1; register of wills, $15; publica
tion of notice, $11.89; register of wills, cost this account, $15.05. 

Mr. HERSEY. We will never get home. 
Mr. BLANTON. I am in almost as big a burry to get to Texas as the 

gentleman is to get to Maine. I ought to ~ i.n Texas right now. 

You will note that in this Sauter case Frederick Fenning 
was first appointed committee or guardian of insane Mrs. 
Sauter; that he had less than a month before drawn her will 
while she was insane, designating himself as executor ; that 
when she died he got himself appointed collector for the estate; 
that when the court submitted the issues of his fraud to the 
jury in the contest filed by Mrs. Sauter's heir, Fenning had 
a juror withdrawn, which caused a mistrial. and that before 
another jury trial could be had this heir died, and Fenning 
~ad himself appointed executor. 

HERSEY SHALL NOT WHITEWASH FENNING AND DOCTOR WWTE 

The committee investigating White and Fenning in 1906 con
sisted of five. Two condemned them. Three tried to whitewash 
them. Congress adjourned without voting or knowing the 
facts. No one went to the trouble of briefing the evidence. 
Thus Fenning and White escaped. And for 20 years they have 
enlarged their exploitation. And White will escape again unless 
some one makes known the evidence. Therefore I have per
formed the arduous, thankless labor in briefing this case for 
publication in the RECORD, so that the 435 Congressmen and 96 
Senators may know just what Doctor White and Frederick 
Fenning have been doing for 23 years in partnership together. 

These hearings were concluded just about the time Congress 
was adjourning. No vote was permitted on Fenning. I knew 
all along that politics would cause a bare majority of the 
committee to attempt to save him. My letter to Chairman 
DYER, which he published on page 1015 of the hearings, shows 
this: 

CONGRESS OF THIJ UNITED STATES~ 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES~ 
Washtington~ D. 0.~ Jwne 4~ 1926. 

MY DEAR FRIEND DYER: The undisguised and clearly apparent atti
tude of defense for and friendliness to Fenning, zealously manifested 
throughout the entire bearings by both my colleagues, HERSEY and 
GoR~iAN, the only two attending all meetings, has convinced me that 
it would be utterly futile and an absolute waste of time and effort 
for me to file a brief or to make an argument. 

It is very evident to me that if shell-shocked veterans are to get 
out of }J'enning's clutches their case must be appealed to the people 
of the United States, and as soon as I can get some needed rest I 
shall devote all my time and what little means I have toward that 
end. 

Brothers HERsEY and GoRMAN have harassed and hampered me, their 
helper, at every turn. The latter, uninformed, eulogized the D. C. as 
the most _honest government of all, when the well-posted Gibson com-
mittee has concluded that It is one of the rottenest: - · · 

They knew I couldn't assist longer than 10 to-night, yet without 
asking him a question they permitted Fenning to waste hours reading 

wholly irrelevant correspondence from officials of. the Veterans' Bureau, 
,. which- his e'-vidence -in 1906 and bef~re the Gibso-n ·committee shows con
. elusively he, himself, incited by direct solicitation all such business. · 

And without a question they silently permitted· Fenning to read a 
stack of wholly irrelevant correspondence with Percy ·w. Dennis, when 
the only pertinent issue was " whether Dennis first wrote Fenning or 
FenDing first wrot~ Dennis " ; and the initial letter from Dennis started 
out by acknowledging the receipt of Fenning's letter on the 20th, and 
not one question did they ask Fenning about his ridiculous claim that 
he could not find his file copy of his letter of the 20th to Dennis. 
That proved conclusively the truth of Mrs. Lee's statement that 
Fenning first wrote Percy Dennis. 

li'enning's file which I gave into your keeping showed 11 different 
letters he wrote to the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Navy 
Department about the Frank Allen case, yet they did not examine 
same, did not ask him a question about it, and did not put such letters 
in the record, knowing that I would not be there to do it; and the files 
of the Navy Department show that eight of such letters are not there 
now. 

Paul Rogers testified emphatiCally that he bas been interested in no 
case with Feiming during 1926 and was interested in only two cases 
in 1925, the Norris case, in which they received a joint fee of . $75, 
and the Cunningham case, in which they received a joint fee of $150. 
Yet when Fenning made the ridiculous claim ·that " Rogers had done 
all the appearing in court since June 5, 1925, when be became com
miasioner," neither liERSEi' nor GORMAN asked him a question, when, 
if such had been true, Rogers, in law, would merely have been his 
agent, and he as principal would be charged with such appearances 
just as much as if be had gone in person. 

The Mary V. Bumbrey case seemed to be taken as :i joke. She 
testi.tled unequivocally that she employed Fenning to qualify her as
guardian; that be perpetrated a fraud upon her by making himself 
committee. 

I have worked 18 hours per day for the past two months and have 
impaired my health and must take a rest. I want to thank yon, DYER, 
for your personal courtesy to me, for you have tried to be fair and 
have seemed to appreciate the hard work I have done for your com
mittee. I shall not forget you. Fenning was whitewashed in 1906. 
There has been a World War since then. Sons from every section par
ticipated. They watch now. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) THOMAS L. BL.!. 'TO~. 

And by a mere gesture of his hand Mr. HERSEY can not wave 
aside all of the evidence and give Fenning a clean bill of health 
by publishing generalities attacking me and asserting "I :find 
no fault in Fenning." In his tirade Mr. HERSEY said that I 
tried to put in the hearings as e·vidence an affidavit from a 
party living in Texas, and I quote ·from page 12847 of the 
RECORD his further comment. Mr. HERSEY said: 

Our committee examined the affidavit and found that it contained 
nothing admissible in evidence and could prove anything possible in the 
case, and having told Mr. BLANTON this be next insisted that the wit
ness should come into the District, if he had to pay the witness's fees 
out of his own pocket, and the witness was sent for, and when be 
arrived he did not even understand the affidavit and knew nothing 
about the case, and this was at an expense of about $200. 

Mr. HERSEY's above statement was just about as fair as was 
his every other act in this Fenning case. I never heard of 
Robbins until he wrote me and mailed me his affidavit. And 
this is the affidavit he sent me from San Antonio, Tex., which 
Mr. HERSEY refused to admit in evidence and thereby forced me 
to bring Robbins from Texas : 
STATE OF TEXAS~ 

Oounty of Bea:ar~ 88: 

I, N. H. Robbins, being duly sworn, make the following statement 
with reference to the pending inquiry into the guardianship practice of 
Commissioner Frederick A. Fenning, of the District of Columbia : 

I was a resident of Washington, D. C., for 50 years or more and up 
to 1\.larch, 1923. I became acquainted with Frederick A. Fenning about 
the year 1889 or 1890, when be was a lad of about 15 years of age and 
was employed as a messenger or in some similar capacity in the office 
of Col. Sidney L. Willson, United States pension agent at Washing
ton, - corner of Fourth and F Streets NW. I was instrumental about 
that time in getting him a small job of work to be done after office 
hours, and thereafter I maintained friendly relations with him for 
three or four years. Following his graduation from law school he 
formed a copartnership with Fred G. Coldren, whose business at that 
time was chiefly the prosecution of pension claims. From this time I 
was not in touch with him until the incident I am about to relate, but 
was aware of his specialty in acting as fiduciary in insane cases at 
the Government Hospital for the Insane. 

About December, 1913, ' posSibiy 1912, a near . relative of mine, who' 
was an inmate of the Methodist Home for Old Ladies at Sixth 'and M 
Streets ~W., was, without notice to me or · my ·brother, sent to the 
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Government Hospital for the Insane ; I knew nothing of the clreum
stances under which the commitment was made, although my address 
must have been known to the authorities. 

The first knowledge of the fact that she bad been committed was 
derived from Mr. FenDing, who called me on the telephone two or 
three months later to inquire whether I was related to the patient, 
and u~n learning that I was, he asked whether I would have any 
objection to his appointment as committee. In view of our past 
friendly relations and knowing that be was thoroughly experienced in 
such matters, I consented, but on the condition that my brother also 
give his consent. He obtained my brother's consent and took over 
approximately $1,000 in cash, which the patient had on deposit at the 
bank, and arranged to receive her pension checks in the amount o! $17 
per month. The pension was, of course, paid quarterly, and he re
ceived the same during the entire period of his guardianship, 
which lasted possibly three years. but no longer. The patient 
died about three years after her commitment, and upon interview
ing the finance officer in charge of t~e institution. I found 
that Mr. Fenning had been released from the guardianship a short 
time before and bad turned in as balance on hand between $80 and 
$90. It would appear that _altogether Mr. Fenning handled and dis
posed of something like $1,600 during the period oi his committeeship, 
and all of this sum was consumed with the exception of the small 
balance above mentioned. I was told by a nurse in attendance in the 
building of which the patient was an inmate that she had broken her 
hip within a few weeks after arrival at the institution and never 
left the bed thereafter; I was further told that the maintenance cost 
of patient under the circumstances of her commitment was $23 per 
month. It would seem therefore that her cash funds should have 
been drawn upon only to the extent of $6 per month, which added to 
her pension would have paid for her maintenance. She, of course, 
required no clothing, and it is not conceivable that there could have 
been any other substantial cause for expense; consequently I have 
always felt that her funds were not judiciously cared for ; besides I 
felt there was a failure to discharge the full duty of committee, and 
that a real lack of consideration for me had been shown by Mr. Fen
ning when he proceeded to se<:ure the discharge by the court without 
conference with me ; I made no comments, however, an~ no investiga
tion at the time for the reason that I was then in rather precarious 
health and had other matters to occupy my time and thoughts. 

My address is post office box 1316, San Antonio, Tex. 

N. H. ROBBINS. 
Sworn to and subscribed by the above-named affiant before me, the 

undersigned authority, on this the 19th day of May, A. D. 1926, in 
Bexar County, Tex. Given under my hand and seal oi office. 

[SliiA.L.] GERTRUDE L. BEJCCHING,-
Notary PubZio in a:tul for Bexar Oountv, State of Tetetu~ 

Now Mr. HERsEY contends that this affidavit contains no 
charge affecting Fenning. I will let yon who read this decide 
for yourself. And Mr. HERsEY says that after I had Robbins 
come here "be did not even understand the affidavit, and 
knew nothing about the case!' Reader, ple.ase decide this 
also. Robbins testified : 

TESTIMONY OF NA'l'HA.N H. ROBINS, SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

The witness was duly sworn- by Mr. DYER. 

Mr. BLANTON. In connection with Mr. Robin's testimony, gentlemen, 
offer the fol1owing papers : 
Petition by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to declare 

Mrs. Barbara E. Robins of unsound mind, ·filed December 19, 1910, in 
the supreme court, in which I want to call attention to the following 
two allegations--

Mr. HOGAN (interposing). What is the case? 
Mr. BLANTON. Barbara E. Robins, Lunacy No. 4045 : 
.. That she is believed to be insane or of unsound mind, and has been 

apprehended, and is now being detained at the Government Hospital 
tor the Insane, etc. 

"That the said Barbara E. Robins is represented to your petitioners, 
and is believed by them to be an indigent insane person, or person of 
unsound mind." 

Then the rule to show cause, served on Barbara E. Robins. And 
the verdict of the jury, showing that she is of unsound mind. That 
was tiled December 22, 1910. 

Then of February 8, 1911, on the official folder of F. A. FenDing 
and B. W. Parker, attorneys at Jaw, Washington, D. C., I read the 
following petition for appointment of committee: 

"And this petition sets forth that she has certain money coming to 
her, and I will not read 1t all. It just shows the necessity for the 
appointment of a committee, and asks the court to appoint one." 

Mr. HERSEY, Does 1t name the committee in there? 
Mr. BLANTON. No; but it was filed on Mr. Fenning's official folder. 
Then I introduce the order appointing Mr. Frederick A. :Fenning, 

committee, filed the same day, February 8, 1911. 
Mr. HERSEY. By the judge of the court? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; by the judge o.f the court. 

Then I introduce, on Mr. FenDing's legal cover, a petition by him as 
committee, wherein he asks for authority to dispose of certain securi
ties belonging to her. That was filed February 14., 1911. And on the 
same day is the order of court authorizing the sale of those securities. 

Then the report ol Frederick A. FenDing, committee, shows that 
there has been paid to him, as the net amount due from the $500 deed
of-trust note, after deducting the indebtedness to him of the ward, 
in the sum of $285.75, and so on, which he has deposited with the 
Washington Loan & Trust Co. At that time you will remember that 
he- was a director of that company. And it also shows that there has 
also been delivered $500 deed-of-trust note, due May 10, 1911, etc. 

Then here is the first account of Mr. Fenning-eertain excerpts of 
it-filed November 3, - 1911, wherein he shows that he has collected 
$285.78 trom A. F. Fox & Co., and he has a $500 deed-of-trust note, 
and he has received $1.57 interest, and he asks to reimburse the District 
of Columbia $22.04, court costs and board; notarial fees, 50 cents ; and 
he asks to be allowed 10 per cent of the estate to cover-now, I want 
to read one ver·y important paragraph in here, gentlemen, because it 
bears on another question I have raised : 

" For all services rendered, including the preparation of papers inci· 
dent to the appointment of committee, the committee suggests that he 
be allowed a commission o! 10 per cent, which is to cover costs of 
fiduciary bond." 

He does not ask for the bond separately ; this is to cover costs of 
fiduciary bond. 

Mr. YATEs. Is that something dlfferent from the usual allegations? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes, sir. In all the recent cases, you will find that 

he is allowed his commission, and also the whole bond premium tn 
addition. 

Then I will read the report of the auditor on that first account-t 
certain excerpts from it. It shows that· he is allowed 50 cents notarial 
fees, and the allowance to the committee $80.28. 

Now r you will notice that there is no separate allowance for a bond 
premium there at all. That was the full 10 per cent on the whole 
estate-notes and all, without any additional allowance for a bond 
premium. 

Now, the second account of Mr. Fenning shows the only income from 
the estate was interest on note, $16.50; interest from trust company, 
$6.82, making a total of $23.32 ; the only income was $23.32 ; and he 
was allowed upon bond for this year $7.36; notarial !ee, 25 cents; and 
commission to committee, ·$5. 

Ml:. HOGAN. Whereas the year before, when he paid the bond itself, 
and it was $80. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, the third account shows an income of $20.98 ; 
and for that year lie received bond premium, $6.28 ; notarial fee, 25 
cents ; and allowance to committee, $5. 

The fourth account, filed November 10, 1914, shows an income of. 
$4.32, and he was allowed a bond premium o! $5 ; notarial fees, 75 
cents ; _and allowance to committee $5, when the total income was onlY, 
$4.32. 

The fifth and final accouut was filed January 12, 1915. It shows 
the following as income : 

Interest, $3.16 ; and then it shows refund of erroneous collection, 
District of Columbia, $110.07. That is, the District of Columbia 
paid back or refunded $110.07 that was imprope1'. Anu on that 
he received, notary !ees, 50 cents ; bond premium, $5 ; allowance to 
committee, $5. 

Mr. Robins, your name is N. H. Robins 'l 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. How old are you? 
Mr. ROBINS. I am 62 years of age next De<:ember. 
Mr. BLANTON. You lived in the District of Columbia, here tn 

Washington? 
Mr. ROBINS. Well, all my life, until about fo.ur years ago . 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, you have lived here then nearly 60 years all 

told? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir; 58 years. 
Mr. BLANTON. _When did you first become acquainted with Frederick 

A. Fenning? 
Mr. ROBINS. Well, I am a little bit uncertain as to the date; but it 

was some time between 1889 and 1893. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, to refresh your memory, you knew him when 

he was a messenger boy in the Pension Office? 
Mr. RoBINS. He was in the Pension Agency. 
Mr. BLANTON. He was in ·tne Pension Agency, and a messenger 

boy at that time? 
Mr. RoBINS. He was either a messenger, or a sort of handy young 

fellow around there, a boy, you know. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, what did you do toward helping him get extra 

work outside of the Pension Agency hours? 
Mr. ROBL""<S. Well, there was only one incident o! that kind. The 

man with whom I was associated at one time wanted some work 
done that could only be done at the agency, and he secured the con
sent of the Commissioner of Pensions to have this work done, pro
vided it was done after offi.ce hours. 
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Mr. BLANTOX. After office hours? 
l\Ir. ROBINS. And in that way--
:Mr. BLANTON (interposing). You had Mr. Fenning do it? 
'Mr. ROBIXS. He did it; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you did do that for him? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes; I was instrumental in it. 
Mr. BLANTON. And beC'ause of that, state whether or not nny 

friendship grew up between you and Mr. Fenning. 
Mr. RoBINS. I felt friendly to him, and I believe be felt friendly 

to me. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, later on, in later years, in 1910, your mother 

was in an old lady's home here, a Methodist home? 
):lr. ROBINS. That is right. 
)fr. BLANTON. In Washington? 
l\Ir. ROBINS. Yes, sir. 
l\It'. BLANTON. An old lady? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. If Mr. Fenning at that time had a conversation with 

yon concerning your mother, state what it was. 
Mr. ROBINS. Well, I had no conversation with Mr. Fenning. I had 

not had any communication with him for a number of years. But 
somewhere along January or February of 1911, I had a call on the 
telephone, that was my recollection of it, that he called me on the 
telephone, and asked me if I knew Barbara E. Robins; whether she 
was related to me; and of course I stated she was my mother; and he 
said that she had been committed to the Government Hospital for the 
Insane ; and that was the first I knew of it. I had no knowledge at all 
that she was in that condition even. And he wanted to know whether 
I would approve of him as being committee. That is my recollection 
of it. He asked whether I would consent to his employment as com
mittee. 

Mr. BLANTON. His being appointed as committee by the court? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. And I told him that I had no objection then. 

I know of his experience in matters of that kind. But there was 
another party who would have to be con3ulted-my brother. It was 
necessary to confer with him, and I suggested that he get in touch 
with my brother, and if he consented, there would be no objection 
on my part. 

Mr. BLANTO~. Did he say anything about either one of you being 
appointed guardian ? 

Mr. ROBINS. No, sir. 
Mr. BLA'NTON . .At the time that that order was made appointing 

him committee, were you present in court? 
Mr. ROBINS. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you have any notice from him that it was going 

to come up? 
Mr. ROBINS. None whatever that I can recall now. I had no 

written notice, I am sure. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, did you have any knowledge about it? 
l\Ir. ROBINS. No, sir; I did not know a thing about it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Now, did you have any report from him afterwards 

about it? 
Mr. ROBINS. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you have any report from him about your 

mother? 
Mr. ROBINS. None whatever. 
:Mr. BLANTON. He made no report to you at all? 
Mr. ROBINS. None at a11. 
M:r. BLANTON. Now, with regard to her funds and her property, 

did you later on make any investigation or check up concerning it? 
Mr. ROBINS. No, sir; I did not. I was not in a condition at that 

time-
Mr. BLANTON {interposing). You were in bad health yourself? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. 
::\:Ir. BLANTON (interposing). Yon knew tha$ your mother was draw

ing a pension when she was in the old ladies' home? , 
.Mr. RoBINS. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. And you knew that she had some money in the 

bank and some notes? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. I was satisfied that she had enough to 

defray the expenses of her maintenimce over there tor a reasonable 
time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, the final account of Mr. Fenning-tbe first 
account showed that the estate was worth something over $800. 
Xow, the fi.nal account shows that there is a balance on hand, of 
$7fi.40. 

1\lr. ROBINS. I think it was just about that amount; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And the estate dwindled from $800 down to $79.40? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Here is what the committee sets forth in here as a 

reason for filing a final account : .. 
" In view of the small balance on hand, the committee recommends 

that he be authorized to pay such balance, first, to adjusting court 
costs ; to the Government Hospital for the Insane ; for the personal 
usc of the ward ; and for her burial expenses should she die while 

a patient at the institution; and that on making such paymeJlt the 
committee be .discharged." 

Mr. YATES. Well, when did she die? 
Mr. ROBINS. In March, 1916. 
Mr. YATES. And what was her age 1 
Mr. ROBINS. I think 76. 

" In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding au equity 
court 

"On the 12th day of January, A. D. 1926, the foregoing account 
being now presented for approval, the same is, after examination by 
the court, approved, and on paying the balance to the Government 
Hospital tor the Insane, and filing a receipt, the committee is dis
charged. 

"THOYA.S H. ANDERSON, Justice." 
Mr. BLANTON. She died within two months of the filing of this final 

account? The pertinency of this, I will advise my colleagues, 
is that when this estate got down to this small amount, the committee 
was willing to relinquish the guardiansbip---

Mr. HERSEY (interposing). Is that what you brought this witness 
here from Texas for? 

Mr. BLANTON. The facts which he has already stated. 
Mr. GORMAN. The facts which he bas already stated? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. But was there any . reasons why Mr. Fenning 

could not have suggested to you that you be made guardian? 
Mr. ROBINS. Not that I know of. 
Mr. BLANTON (interposing). Well, you sent an affidavit, did you not 1 
Mr. ROBINS. I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. That you prepared yourself in San Antonio? 
Mr. ROBINS. Yes ; I prepared it myself. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And you went before a notary and signed it? 
Mr. ROBI)I'S. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. And sent it here? 
Mr. HERSEY. What are you trying to show? _1\.re you trying to 

contradict his testimony by that affidavit? 
Mr. BLANTO~. I requested the committee to receive his affidavit as 

sho,ving why I wanted him here; and the committee, after seeing the 
affidavit, thought it necessary to bring him on. 

Mr. GoRJ\IAN. No; you brought an affidavit that you wanted intro
duced in 1he place of ornl testimony. And then it appeared that the 
witness was alive, and -if what be had to say was material, he should 
testify himself. 

Mr. HERSEY. Is not this the affidavit that you wanted to read a 
portion of, and not the whole of it? 

Mr. Br.ANTON. No. This is the affidavit that I brought here; and 
after that I think I asked the committee to bring this witness here ; 
and I thought that affidavit of such force that, if the committee did 
not want to put the Government to the expense of bringing ltim here, I 
was willing to pay his expenses out of my own pocket. 

CONGRESS MU.ST STOP DEPARTMENTS FROM SENDING SANE ME~ TO 

INSANE ASYLUMS BY LETTER 

Mr. GIBSON. Is it true, Doctor, you are holding patients under letters 
from the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes; that is, n.nder United States statutes. 
Mr. GmsoN. How many are you holding under that authority? 
Doctor WHITE. I can not tell you. About half of our patients come 

through the various departments one way or another-the Army, the 
Navy, the Public Health Servi-ce, the Department of Justice, a-nd 
Veterans' Bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is one more he has not mentioned in that 
connection: '.rhe superintendents of the various soldiers' homes can 
commit a man by a letter here to Dr. White's St. Elizabeths Hotel, 
and he receives them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIBSON. You say one-half of the patients you are holding. Do 
yon mean one-half of 4,400? 

Doctor WHITE. Yes indeed. . 
Mr. GIBSON. 1.'hat would be something like 2,000. 
Mr. BLANTON. Two thousand two hundred. 

OUR GIBSON COMMITTEE U)I'ANIMOUSLY CONDE~fNED FENNING 

All five members of our Gibson committee filed the following 
unanimous report against Fenning : 

GIBSO:S COMMITTEE REPORT 

St. Elizabeths Hospital is a Government institution for the insane. 
Patients from all sections of the country are sent to it for treatment 
by various Government departments. Nine hundred and forty-three 
veterans of the World War are inmates. Nearly all are entitled to and 
receive compensation through the Veterans' Bureau. We find that Mr. 
Fenning, at the time tbe report was made . to us, was serving as a 
committee for 93 inmates; that he has also served in that capacity for 
44, from which be had been discharged by reason of the death of the 
ward or appointment of others as committee. Aside from these cases 
he is acting for several other dependents of tlie bureau. From 1919 
to 1925, inclusive, he · received as fees from the 75 and the 44 cases 
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herein referred to the snm of $88,001.'29. In additi{)n he was receiving 
an income of several thousand dollars annually as fees in -()ther cases 
in which he was acting. Mr. Fennlng was appointed a Commissioner 
of the District ot Columbia June 5, 1925. 

A bond 1s required of the committee by the court in each and 
every case. Mr. Fenuing had himself appointed as agent of certain 
bonding companies and bonded himself as a committee in said com
panies, paying out of the funds of his ward an annual premium, of 
which he received 25 per cent as a commission as agent of said companies. 

Mr. Fenning, as committee, visited St. Elizabeths about once in two 
weeks and saw some of his wards. 'These wards were of a class who 
needed the kind and considerate cooperation and sympathy of their 
committee. They are wrecks of the storm of war. An unmistakable 
duty rests upon everyone charged with their care to give their every 
need sympathetic attention. The duty requires personal service to the 
waTd, not service that means financial return to the committee. · The 
actuating motive of the committee 'Should be to render that service fo1 
the sake of helping the unfortunate, not for the purpose of gain. 

It is apparent that Mr. FenDing was not actuated by such motives, 
but sought this class of cases., and he built up a lucrative business 
therein. 

In 60 of the cases of veterans arising "Since the World War Doctor 
·white petitioned the court to name Frederick A. Penning as the ·com
mittee, and named Mr. Fenning in all but one petition preferred by 
him. The petitions in neaxly all the e cases were made -upon blanks 
from the office of Mr. Fenning, and -were prepared by him. Testimony 
was introduced tending to show that Mr. Fenning was notified from 
St. Elizabeths when a veteran was received there who possessed 
property. Durlilg the period .covered by tbese applications Doctor White 
and Mr. Fenning were in partnership in the business of buying ·and 
collecting second-mortgage notes. -

The manner in which Mr. Fenning secured his business, the gross 
amount of fees he charged and received out of estates of insane vet
erans under his care, -bis continuance in the practice of the law, and 
in the handling of estates of more than a hundred wards since he 
became 'COmmissioner, his method of writing his own bonds and receiv
ing a· portion of tbe premium and still charging tb e same to tbe estate 
of his wards, his attitude toward the enforcement of laws passed by 
Congress relative to the District of Columbia, and the consequent loss 
of confidence in him on the part of the public, makes his continuance 
in office incompatible with the best interests of the District. 

E. W. GmsoN, ahairman. 
FRANK L. BOWliL\N. 

ROBERT G. HOUSTON. 

THOMAS · L. BLANTON. 

RALPH GILBERT. 

POLITICS DID NOT STOP GIBSON 

The three first named above are rock-ribbed, orthodox Repub
licans. Two of them are New England Yankees. Yet they 
agreed on a unanimous report against Fenning. To that brave, 
fearless, reliable, dependable, able chairman, Judge GmsoN, of 
Vermont, and to that indispensable, efficient helper ·of the com
mittee, Judge GILBERT, of Kentucky, I take o:tf my hat. No men 
ever performed public service more valuable to the Nation than 
did they, at all times and under all emergencies. 

BRAVE JOHN E. RL'<KIN, OF MISSISSIPPI 

And the same may be said about him. J"oHN E. RA....~IN, of 
1\lississippi, is a man who stands hitched; he is absolutely fear
less ; he is able, efficient, energetic, and tireless in his service ; 
the men who sacrificed .all to save the civilization of the world 
have no better friend; his work before the Veterans' Commit
tee, on the floor of the House, and before the Judiciary Com
mittee deserves the thanks of every man, woman, and ehild in 
the United States, for this is a menace that might affect any 
home within our Republic. 

EVEN HElRSEY,S MAJORITY REPOll'l' CONDEMNED FENNING 

The report filed by a majority of the Judiciary Committee, 
agreed to by Mr. HERsEY, held that FenDing w.as not .such a 
Federal officer as could be impeached, .and while it attempted to 
'vhitewash Fenning in assertions that charges were not proved, 
it stated : 

Having determined that Frederick A. FenDing is not a Federal officer 
and therefore not subject to impeachment, and having made specific 
findings of fact upon the charges preferred, under the evidence adduced, 
we feel it our duty to express our views upon certain conditions as 
disclosed by the evidence. 

committee, illld which service was doubtless coru~ldered by the court 
as an element in allowing his compensatio,n. We believe legislation 
should be promptly enacted which would in the future preclude . any 
one person or corporation from acting as committee for more than a 
limited number of patients, in order that the committee may gi>e to 
the ward that personal supervision so essential to bls welfare. We 
further believe that in the first instance a near relative should be 
selected for this service, if a suitable person can be found, but if not, 
then provision ~hould be made for a committee to be selected by the 
court. • • • the business relation of Mr. Fenning with the e 
officials wer~ of srrch a elose nature and extended over so many years 
as to suggest that Mr. Fenning was given the .preference in seekjng 
clientage among the patients confined in that institution. The practice 
which seems to have grown up in this District, extending over a period 
of some ~3 years, whereby Mr. FenDing was able to become the com
mittee of hundreds of insane patients, many of them veterans of wars 
to whom the Government was making liberal allowances, and from 
which allowances Mr. Fenning was enabled to collect commissio.ns, 
which commissions during the high tide of his committeeship amounted 
to appro::dmately $20,000 per year, is a practice which can not be too 
severely criticized and condemned, and Congress should forthwith and 
without delay enact legislation which will forever correct this evil, 
and prevent anyone in the future from profiting from the misfortunes 
of others who in times of distress sacrificed in behalf of our country. 

There was evidence submitted upon the question of Mr. Fenning's 
connection with a. certain banking institution and with a certain 
undertaking establishment but taken in connection with the practice 
Mr. Fenning pursued in becoming committee for a large number of 
patients, the large amount of money coming into his bands because 
Of such acti-vities, points to the building up of a system through 
which all the profits accruing might go to Mr. Fenning or to some 
corporation, and is a further argument against one person acting as 
committee for so many unfortunates. 

Where insane ex-soldiers, sailors, and marines are conce.rned the 
United States Government should have officials designated to look 
after, without charge, the estates of such persons, and that no part 
of said estates should be expended in c'ommissions or fees ; but that 
the whole of the estates should be for the sole benefit of the veterans 
and their dependents. · 

The committee should not accept pay, directly or indirectly, while 
occupying a fidnclary relation, other than by direct allowance by the 
court, and even then we tbink that in no case should the allowance 
exceed 10 per cent of the estate of the ward. 

It appears from the evidence that officials of the District of Columbia 
transact business with the District through corporations in wbiC'h 
they are directly or lndire<!tly interested. This is a practice which 
is subject to severe criticism ADd condemnation, and if continued neces
sarily leads to favoritism, and officials who follow this practice can 
not give impartial s.ervi-ce to the District of Colombia. The practice 
should not be allowed. 

It is our recommendation that the proper committees of Congress 
should give early consideration to the facts that have been brought 
out in this investigation and recommend remedial legislation. 

The above is Mr. HERsEY's majority report. Yet he "finds 
no fault in Fenning." In other words, "we will excuse our 
Republican Brother Fenning, but if anybody else does what 
Fenning has been doing, it would be wrong, and Congress ought 
to pass laws to stop it." 

UNPRECEDENTED MINORITY REPORTS 

And never before in the history of Congress have the members 
of any other committee 'filed so many minority repo1ts. Let me 
quote excerpts : 

In conclusion I wish to say that I feel convinced that the useful
ness of this commissioner in the District is at an end and that the 
interests of this Government and of the District can be best sub
served by his immediate removal by the only authority that can 
remove him-the ,power that created him-the rresident of the United 
States. 

SAM c. MAJOR. 

• • • • • • 
It is clear that the present commissioner holds office not only su!r 

1 ject to :thee appointment and ;removal by the President, but "Subject to 
all the Tights ADd privileges of Federal officers. To. say that an office 
created by Congress, whose source of jurisdiction resides in the provi· 
sions of the Constitution, can not be impeached for misconduct strikes 
at the heart of the very provision of the Constitution itself. In 
passing we shnuld note that the Constitution does not provide that 
commissioners should bold office only during good behavior. The fact 
that a commissioner acts for and in behalf of the United States tn ad
ministering the affairs of the municipal corporation imports that he 
iS the direct representatl>e of the -sovex·eign of the United States. 

The practice which Mr. Fe:mrlng followed of acting as agent for 
a bonding and surety company, writing his own bond as committee 
and charging the estate of his ward :tor the premium and receiving 
t'rom the bonding company a commission upon his bond or surety is 
illegal and contrary to law. • • • by reason of the great num
ber of his wards his guardianship became impersonal and he could 
not and did not give to his wards that personal cal."e n.nd supervision . 
which, after all, is the more important function of a guardian or 

ROYAL H. WELLilR. 

• • • • • • • 
1.. The eviiience discloses that the respondent became the committee 

of an astounding numbel' of insane patients in the St. Elizabeths 
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Ilo!':pitnl, and that he In the main secured these fiduciary positions 
through improper and reprehensible methods which he has employed 
with a diligence and ingenuity worthy of a better cause. 

2. That respondent was energetic and resourceful in securing Im
proper commissions, premiums, and compensations out of his wards, 
estates ox by reason of his relations and associations growing out 
of or connected directly or indirectly with these fiduciary trusts. 

3. That his monopoly of these trusts, and his methods of charging 
them with all the law allowed, and in some instances with more than 
the law allowed-for example, his unlawful collections of premiums 
on fiduciary bonds issued by a corporation of which be was agent
evince a sordid sense of duty, resulting in unjustifiable practices. 

4. 'l'bat in consideration of the foregoing reasons and facts, together 
with the general standard of fiduciary conduct of the respondent, as 
shown by the evidence, I am compelled to conclude that be is unfit for 
any official position of high trust and responsibility. 

A. J. MONTAGUE. 

• • • • • • • 
On a review of the whole evidence in this case we feel that the prac

tice which has existed in the District of Columbia by which one man 
had secured practically a monopoly of the business involving the guard
ianlilhip of unfortunates, among whom are very many veterans of the 
late war, is to be strongly condemned. Commissioner FenDing's organi
zation seemed to lack no element of completeness. When he determined 
to entE'r upon this line of practice, he notified the judges of the Dis
trict, his fellow members of the bar, of his intention. But where were 
his clients to come from? He naturally casts a longing eye toward St. 
Elizabeths Hospital, with its spacious buildings and hundreds of in
mutes that might amply satisfy his ambitions; and so a friendship 
speerlUy arose between the supE>rintendent, Doctor White, and himself, 
during which they became partners in a real-estate concern, and St. 
Elizabetbs soon was sending forth her insane veterans to his door, whose 
estates, if not their personal care, were to rest securely in the hands of 
Mr. Fenning. 'l'be coming of groups of shell-shocked veterans to the 
hospital was fittingly celebrated always by Mr. FenDing's presence, and . 
his entree to the papers of these unfortu~ates was recognized practi
cally as his exclusive privilege. 

Feeling that the tide of business that was ftowing from St. Ellza
beths might 11ot be sufllclent to fill the full measure of his ambition, the 
VetE>rans' Bureau arose on the horizon as a fitting adjunct to St. Eliza
beths in supplying his needs and from this source soon flowed a stream 
of World War veterans to complete his success. 

But should these two sources of clientage be exhausted, as they 
might be, he was not unmindful of the Laurel Sanitarium, near by, in 
the State of Maryland, which offered ample fields to add to those who 
might be under his tutelage and care, and so he became a director in 
that institution. 

But even these did not seem to satisfy his ambition; for finding that 
the undertakers who bmy the dead soldiers often had to go into court 
for the appointment of an administrator that they might secure from 
the estate of the deceased their burial fees, it was soon found that 
I1e had become a stockholder in the Joseph Gawler's Sons (Inc.), 
an undertaker's establishment, and a director in the same concern 
and also counsel, and the evidence discloses that a number of bodies 
of these unfortunates were sent to this establishment f<>~ burial at a 
cost largely in excess of that provided by the Government. 

The result of this compact and orderly organization for the prac
tice of the law could have but one result, and that is, that as his 
income increased by the number ~f cases that came to him, by just 
that much was his care of these unfortunates unoer his charge dimin
Ished, foL' as the number increased his capacity for attention to them 
was thereby diminished. The greater his success attained by and 
through their estates, the greater necessarily was their neglect. His 
rise was their downfall. From the lofty peaks of his financial suc
cess, brought to him by his wards,_ he was forced to see in the depths 
below him, day by day, the halting, faltering footsteps of men bereft 
of reason, whcse "martial drumbeat encircling the earth," in serried 
ra.nks had wrested liberty for the world from the greatest military 
autocrat of the ages. The dire results to the veterans as thus seen 
naturally followed from the character of his business. 

His fees and commissions in a few years amounted to $100,000, in 
round fi,oures, without his wards receiving that attention which was 
their rightful due. We unqualifiedly condemn this practice, and 
recommend that in all cases a relative should be secured as committee 
for these unfortunates, if it is possible to find one, and if not, that a 
public guardian be established by law, whose duty it shall be to care 
for the welfare, health, and advancement of their condition. 

We heartily condemn the practice which has been carried on by Mr. 
Fenning for years in which, as agent for a bonding company, he 
wrote his own bond&. charging the expense of it to his ward's estate 
and receiving for himself one-fourth of his commission on each bond 
Instead of giving it to his ward's estate. 

Reviewing the whole evidence in this case in its many ramifications, 
and especially in relation to the welfare of the people of the District 
of Columbia, we are brought to the reluctant conclusion that Com
missioner Fenn~·s usefulness as an officer of the District is at an end. 

Holding these views, we recommend that a copy of the evidence tn 
these proceedings be sent with our report, l! adopted by the Honse, 
to the Attorney General of the United States, that that high officer, in 
fulfillment of his constitutional obligations, may take such measures 
as will meet the requirements of the case. 

H. ST. GJ:ORGE TUCKER. 

• • • • • • • 
concur in the majorfty report of the committee holding that 

Frederick A. Fenning is an officer of a municipal corporation, to wit, 
the District of Columbia, and as such is not a civil officer of the United 
States and subject to the impeachment under the Constitution. I do 
not join in the remainder of the report. 

EA.BL C. MICHENER. 

• • • • • • • 
Owing to the fact that the Judiciary Committee remainE'd in session 

until 5 o'clock this afternoon before reaching any decision in this case, 
and then allowed the minority only until 12 o'clock to-night in which 
to prepare and file its minority report, we are unable to go into all 
the testimony touching the charges against Frederick A. Fenning. 

We can not concur in the findings of fact as set out in the majority 
report, nor in the conclusions renched therein. 

We feel that the facts in this case, instead of calling for some mild 
rebuke and very general recommendations, demand some action by 
Congress looking to the removal of Mr. Fenning from office as a Com
missioner of the District of Columbia, either by impeachment or other
wise, and for the relief of the unfortunate World War veterans whose 
estates be has been handling. 

It is shown that be received more as fees and commissions from each 
one of these cases than be allowect the ward for clothes and spending 
money. He is shown to be a stockholder and director in an under
taker's establishment through which these boys were •uried when the.
died. 

He was his own bonding agent and collected and appropriated to 
his own use ~ut of b~ . wards' estate 25 per cent commisaions on the 
premiums on said bonds, in violation of hiw: 

It can not be disputed from the facts developed in this record that 
there Is an unholy collusion between White and Fenning to exploit the 
lnSl;l.De wards ot s _t. Elizabeths for pecuniary profit. 

Upon all the facts in this case, as developed by this record, we think 
that positive action by the House is imperative, and we therefore recom
mend his impeachment and removal from office, and that proceedings 
be instituted at once by the proper authorities to remove him from bis 
present position as guardian for these unfortunate wards and have all 
their estates audited; also to recover back to them the funds which he 
has wrongfully collected from them, and that the Department of Justice 
be directed to institute proper proceedings to punish him for his unlaw
ful misconduct. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Fun H. DOMINICK. 

ZEBULON WEA VEIL 

We regret to find ourselves unable to agree with the majority of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, first, as to its conclusion that a Comrois
si?ner of the District of Columbia is not subject to impE'achment. 

We are not in agreement with the finding of the majority of the 
Judiciary Committee that none of the counts which have been und~r 
investigation, have been established by testimony. In our view, as a 
central fact it has been clearly established that Mr. Fanning, having 
determined that he would become a professional committee or guardian 
for insane persons as a matter of revenue to himself, set about pro
curing hi.zru:elf to be designated as such committee. That he established 
such contract with St. Elizabeths Hospital for the Insane. That he re
ceived preferE'ntial opportunities for appointment as committE'e. That 
he was instrumental in procuring judgments of commitment in many 
cases in which be was appointed. That he charged against the estates 
of his wards, over and above the amount paid by him, the agent's 
commission, when as a matter of fact he held the agency hiroselt 
And in specifi<~ instances, as developed during the hearings, was guilty 
of conduct toward his wards utterly at variance with the obligations 
resting upon him as a guardian of this class of unfortunates 

In our view, the selection or this means of making mo~ey and the 
methods resorted to as disclosed by the records of the hearing before 
the Judiciary Committee of the House, show that Mr. Fenning is a 
person unfit to hold the office of Commissioner of the District or 
Columbia. 

HATTON W. SUMNERS. 

W. B. BOWLING. 

YET HERSEY FINDS KO FAULT IN FENNING 

Anyone reading Mr. HERSEY's whitewash speech, would con
clude that the Judiciary Committee had found Fenning spotless. 

FROM RANKIN'S SPLENDID BRlli:.i' 

In the case of United States v. Fields (27 App. D. C. 434), the 
defendant, who was a lawyer, was indicted under section 841 of the 
code for embezzlement of funds coming into his bands as a fiduciary, 
appointed, like Fenning, by the court. He was defended by Mr. Frank 
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J. Hogan, and was eonvlcled and sentenced to five years in the 
penitentiary. 

There ean be no question in the mind of a reasonable man who 
has heard or read the testimony in these various investigations but 
that there Is a collusive arrangement amounting to a conspiracy 
uetween Commissioner ·Fenning and Dr. William A. Wbite, superin
tendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital, relative to these guardianship 
matters, and that that arrangement has existed for many years. 

I submit that Commissioner Fenning is subject to impeachment by 
Con.,.ress or to removal by the President, and that he is further sub
ject .. to 'criminal prosecution under the fact.s and the authorities 
herein cited for embezzlement, for violation of section 5498 of the 
Rertsed Statutes and for participation with Commissioner Rudolph 
in the violation of section 41 of the United States Penal Code, as 
well as for a violation of the World War veterans' act regulating 
the practice of attorneys and the fees to be charged in collecting 
compensations, etc., from the veterans of the World War under which a 
former Congressman was convicted in Ohio for a less offense than many 
of those shown to have been committed by Commissioner Fenning. 

Those Members of Congress, who have diligently attempted to 
block at every turn this investigation and protect Mr. Fenning in 
these practices have shown that they are more in sympathy with 
him than they are with our disabled veterans, and will doubtless 
continue to rise in his defense in the House and elsewhere .; but I 
submit that if the American people knew all tbe facts they would 
sweep from public life every man in an official position who attempts 
to stand in tbe way of a thorough investigation or apologizes for the 
heartless acts of Frederick A. Fenning as set out and as shown by 
the testimony taken by three committees of the House. 

Respectfully ~bmitted. 
JOHN E. RANKIN, M. C. 

And in his speech replying to the brief of Frank J. Hogan, 
on page U3·74 of the RECORD for June 16, 1926, Mr. RANKIN 
!'ays: 

Mr. Hogan suggests that .Mr. Blanton should be . punished by the 
House. 

Punished for what? For unmasking the plunder bund of Wash
ington? This is one service for which, instead of being punished, 
he deserves the thanks of Congress and the gratitude not only of the 
people of the District of Columbia but of the ex-service men through
out the country, and of every other red-blooded American whose 
heart goes out in sympathy to our unfortunate insane veterans who 
are shown by this record to be the victims of this iniquitous cabal." 

In his speech on page 12820 of the REcoRD Congressman 
ScHAFER said : 

The testimony developed before the Judiciary Committee clearly 
shows that Frederick A. Fenning is absolutely unfit, and his removal 
at the earliest date is imperative. 'l'hc millions of veterans who have 
served the Nation in times of war will not permit the exploitation of 
their unfortunate, incompetent comrades to go unchallenged. They 
will show the same determination and indomitable spirit at the battles 
of the ballot box as they showed on the battle field of war. 

REMUNirnATIO"' 

My recompense comes from a clear conscience, a knowledge 
of duty faithfully performed, and the many letters I have 
received, such as the following from our distinguished col
league, who before he became a Congressman was the renowned 
parliamentarian for Champ Clark, when he was Speaker: 
Hon. THOMAS L. BLA-"IffON, 

House of Represon.tatives, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. BLANTON : I take this opportunity to express the 

appreciation of your service to the country, which I am certain is 
felt on both sides of the aisle. I hope you will not charge me with 
fulsomeness when I say that you are one of the most valuable Mem
bers of the House, if not the most valuable. 

With kind regards and best wishes, 
Your friend, 

CLARE:XCE CAN•XON. 

EXHAuSTIVE INVESTIGATION BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL M'CARL 

Before adjournment I introduced the following resolution: 
Resol!Ved, eto., That pursuant to the provisions of the act of June 10, 

1921 (42 Stat. p. 23), the Comptroller General of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, ordered, directed, and empowered to investigate the 
administration of St. Elizabeths Hospital since July 1, 1916, including 
the administration of the personnel of the hospital, all receipts and 
expenditures, uses of appropriations, the extent and manner in which 
the officials thereof have performed their duties, the commitment, treat
ment, release, and discharge of patients, and the receiving, safeguarding, 
and disposition of funds and property of patients, and make report of 
such investigation to the House of Representatives on or before the 
beginning of the next regular session of the Congress. and the agents 
of the Comptroller General in actin& hereunder are hereby empowered 

to snbpQ'na witnesses and, ·in the examination of witnesses, to admin
ister oaths. 

The Judiciary Committee unanimously reported it, and it wa.s 
passed by both the House and the Senate; and as instructed by 
such resolution, between July 1 and December 1, 1926, Hon. 
J. R. McCarl, Comptroller General of the United States, made 
an exhaustive investigation of St. Elizabeths, and his report 
thereon to Congress embraces 175 printed pages and substan
tially con-oborates the facts elicited by me in the congressional 
he~rings. General McCarl certified that during 1926 there were 
794 patients who either died or were discharged, and that the -
number of patients in the hospital on June 30, 1926, were 4,34(), 
and concerning them he states: • 

These patients come from all walks of life and represent most every 
vocation and profession. There are patients who were lawyers, doctors, 
business men, machinists, common and skilled labo1·ers; teachers, nurses, 
musicians, artists, authors, and writers; officers and men committed 
from the United States Army and Navy and Marine Corps; retired 
officers and men of the United States Army and Marine Corps ; veterans 
of the Civil, Spanisll, and the World Wars; women who come from the 
various social strata, mothers, wives, and unmarried girls. There are 
also insane criminals and the criminally insane committed from Fed
eral prisons and by the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

General McCarl certl.fies that St. Elizabeths receives patients 
upon the order or request of the following heads of depart
ments: (1) From the Secretary of War-persons belonging to 
the Army, civilian employees in the Quartermaster Corps, in
terned persons, and prisoners of war ; ( 2) From the Secretary 
of the Na"-y-insane persons belonging to the Navy and Marine 
Corps, naval interned persons, and prisoners of war ; ( 3) from 
the Secretary of the Treasury-insane persons belonging to the 
C{)ast Guard, insane patients of the Public Health Service, 
merchant seamen, officers and crew of the several vessels be
longing to the Bureau of Fisheries, ex-service men hospitalized 
by virtue of the war risk insurance act, commissioned officers 
of the Public Health Service, commissioned officers and enlisted 
men of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, discharged Army and 
Navy nurses, seamen on boats of Mississippi River Commis
sion, employees in Lighthouse Service, civilian employees on 
Army transports, and civilian employees entitled to treabnent 
under the United States employees' compensation act; ( 4) from 
the Secretary of the Interior-insane American citizens in the 
Canal Zone, persons charged with Federal offenses, persons con
victed of Federal offenses; (5) from the Director of the United 
States Veterans' Bureau-all ex-service men, veterans of the 
World War who come under his jurisdiction; (6) from the 
president of the Board of Commissioners of Soldiers Home-in~ 
mates of the Soldiers' Home; (7) From the president of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun
teer Soldiers-inmates of the national home; (8) from the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia-indigent patients 
and alleged insane persons of homicidal or otherwise danger
ous tendencies pending formal commitment. 

THIS OUTRAGEOUS PRACTICE MUST BE STOPPED 

Doctor White testified and our Gibson committee unanimously 
found that there are 2,200 patients in St. Elizabeths who have 
never been adjudged in:ane and who have never been given a 
trial to establish their sanity. The heads of the departments 
mentioned above decide the matter, and without seeing the 
individual or knowing anything about his case except what 
some subordinate recommends by a mer·e letter condemns 
Americans to confinement for life in insane asylums. This 
menaces practically every home in the United States. Realizing 
that it is a herculean task to get such laws changed, with in
fluential Cabinet officers protesting against such change, I have 
spent several thousand dollars in investigating and assembling 
this evidence and have performed the ar·duous work in com
piling it, knowing that by getting these facts before Congress
men and Senators and before the American people we will have 
some chance in the next Congress of passing Ia ws to take this 
power away from the heads of executive departments. 

PUBLIC SENTUIE:!-."T FORCED FENNING'S RESIGNATION 

After Congress adjourned Commissioner Fenning refused to 
resign, although the President requested it. He should hava 
been kicked out. Then public sentiment began to express itself. 

TH.lll WASHINGTON POST FLOPPED 

You will remember that when I first introduced my resolu
tion to investigate Fenning the Washington Post said edito
rially that my-resolution, my proposed investigation, and myself 
ought to be thrown in the waste basket for attacking Wash
ington's honored commis~ioner. Then I introduced my ev.b. 
deuce. Then the Post cllanged. Note this editorial in the Pos~ 
Sunday, June 13, 1926: 
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Y'REDERICK A. FE~NING 

The protracted inquiry into the affairs of District Commissioner 
Fredel'ick A. Fenning bas resulted in a report by the House subcom
mittee on the District of Columl.Jia severely cl"iticizing that official and 
stating that his continuance in office is incompatible with the bes.t 
interests of the District. 

The people of Washington ha>e noted with chagrin the revelation 
of one fact after another which, when assembled, have destroyed their 
confidence in Mr. Fenning and convinced them that his usefulness as 
a commissioner is at an end. They have reached this conclusion with 
reluctance, and after giving Mr. Fenning the benefit of every doubt. 

:llr. Fenning has fallen short of the requirement of his lrlg:h office. 
His retirement is desirable and necessary. 

But still Frederick Fenning held on. The people throughout 
Wnshington became incensed and sought to devise plans to 
force bim out. On Wednesday, July 7, 1926, the Washington 
Time. carried the following edito1ial with the heading "Get 
Out" printed in black-faced type, the letters being an inch in 
siz.e: 

GET OUT 

To C'Oflllni-~sion er F -redt!f'ick A.. F enning: 
G-~t out! 
Resign! 
As a membet· of the Board of District Commis ·loners you are an 

embarra sment to the President of the United States, who appointed 
you to office. 

You are an embarra l'lmcnt to the other members of the board, who 
are forced to serve with you. 

You are a: tqorn in the side of the Republican Party, whose legis
lators approved you. 

You are a disappoint ment to the District politicians who ~mggested 
you for office. 

Yon are an official eyesore to America's sons who served in the war; 
and 

'l'be people of the Dist tict of Columbia don't want you as commis
sioner! 

Your practices are condemned by even your political supporters. 
Las t-minute trickery saved you from congressional action demanding 

yom· removal from office. 
You are a hard fighter. You proved your courage and your astute

ness in your battle to save your job. 
But the battle is over and you have lost. 
If the voteless people of Washington had the right to choose their 

officials you would probably never have been made commissioner. 
If Washingtonians had the right of recall you would have been 

ou ted when you arbitrarily "broke·" a respected police omcer without 
giving him a hearing in his own defense. 

You made a mistake when you accepted office.. 
You made another mistake when you continued your private practice 

while acting as a public official. 
You make another mistake if J()U fail to realize that the people of 

. washington want you to resign. Apparently the only person who 
wants you to continue in office is Frederick A. Fenning. 

The vote is more than 500,000 to 1 against you, Mr. Fenning. 
In behalt of the re idents of the District of Columbia, the Wash

ington Times demands that you 
Get out! 

This same editorial, in box-car letters, appeared again in the 
Washington Herald the next morning, July 8, 1926. 

And then Frederick Fenuiug got out. 
Fenning resigned. And my long-fought battle was won. 

This illustrates the power and efficacy of public sentiment. 
WHY COMMISSIONER CUNO H. RUDOLPH ALSO :RESIGNED 

(Evidence before Gibson committee) 

Mr. BLANTON. Your name is what? 
Mr. HIZEB. M. P. Hizer. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you ever join the fire fighters ot the District of 

Columbia? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is, as a membei: of the Fire Department? 
Mr. HizER. Ye . 
Mr. BLANTON. You had to stand a civil-service examination, did you 

not? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. As a fire ftghter? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You get $2,100 a year? 
HI'. HIZER. Yes, 'Sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have you been fighting tlres tor the last seven years? 
Mr. HIZER. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. What have J>OU been doing? 

· Mr. HizE:n. I have been detailed as chauffeur for ~mmlssioner 

Rudolpb . , 
k""'\:YIII- -240 

Mr. BLANTON. You have not fought any firt>s tor seven years? 
Mr. HIZER. Ncr, sir. 
Mr. BLA~TON. You drive car 1, do you not? 
Mr. HizER. No. 1 ; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO- . The license numbers begin with 1 and on up to 

probably 140,000, maybe? 
:Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do not the commissioners' cars have a letter "A," 

"B," and "C" on the three cars? 
Mr. HIZER. Commissioner Rudolph's personal car does not. 
Mr. BLA~TON. He took the "A" off of his, did he not? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Has that car got on it " District of Columbia. For offi

cial business only "? 
M'r. HizER. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And it hasn' t had that on it since you have been driv· 

ing It, has it ? 
Mr. Hl!llER. No, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. The cars outside of the District Commis. ioners' cars. 

for the other chiefs of departments and for the business of the Di trict 
of Columbia, you have seen th.at on them, have you not? 

Mr. HIZER. On several of them; yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. "District of Columbia. For oflicial bus:ine~ only" 2 
Mr. HrzER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you know why that was put on them? 
Mr. HIZER. For official business. 
Mr. BLANTO:-f. Because the Ia w demands it? 
Mr. HizER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And it is to prevent those cars from being used for 

private purposes. Have you ever used that car No. 1 to bring Mrs. 
Rudolph down to Lausburgh's? 

Mr. HizER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And while she was in Lansburgh's shopping you have 

sat outside ? 
Mr. HizER. Yes, sit·. 
Mt·. BLANTON. A $2,100 man waiting for her? 
Mr. HrzER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. The people have been paying for that. Have you ever 

brought Mrs. Rudolph to Kann's? 
Mr. HizER. Yes, sit·. 
Mr. BLA-"<TON. And while she was in there shopping you sat out in 

front? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Have you ever brought her to Woodward & LQthrop's? 
Mr. HizER. Ye , sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And while she was there shopping you sat out iu 

front? 
Mr. HizER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA-"<TON. Did you ever take her to Chevy Chase? 
Mr. HizER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLA-"<TON. That is all. 
Mr. GIBSON. Just a moment-what does this "A" stand for? 
1¥1r. BLANTON. Originally it was to get around putting on there "For 

official business only.'' like the other cars have. The commissioners 
put "A," "B," and " C " on their cars. The president of the board 
had "A" on it, the next commissioner in line had "B" on it, and the 
third commissioner in line had "C" on it. It was _just letters to 
distinguish them. 

M~. Gr~soN. Is that the way you understand it? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
M:r. BLANTON. Do you like to .be a chaulfeu.r for somebody? 
Mr. RizER. Well, it is not that-I was simply detailed. 
Mr. BLANTON. You have to obey orders, do you not? 
Mr. HIZER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do not fire fighters take a pride in being fire fighters? 
Mr. HizER. Well, that may be so, but I obey orders. I have to obey 

orders. 
COliMISSIQ-NER RUDOLPH, DULY SWORN, TESTIFIED : 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Commissioner, holding a third of the stock ot 
Rudolph & West Co., and it being capitalized at $150,000, that would 
make you own approximately $50,000 of stock? . 

Mr. RuDOLPH. I said · " approximately," Mr. BLANTON, because I don't 
know the number of shares that I do hold. 

Mr. BLANTON. And it paying 20 per cent dividends, that would bring 
you in by computation approximately $10,000 a year dividends from 
Rudolph & West Co.? · 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. If their busine s were more lucrative than it is, your 

dividends would be more lucrative? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Certainly. 
Mr. BLANTON. And if the profits were less, naturally your profits 

would be less? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. You realize as a business man and as a commissioner 

that if there were a suit pending in the Supreme- Court of the District 
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where Rudolph & West Co. was a party, either plaintiff or defendant, 
you would be disqualified to sit as a juror in that case, don't you, by 
reason of your interest? You realize that? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. How much s tock do you own in the Second National 

Bank, approximately ? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Something O'\"er 300 shares. 
Mr. BLANTON. Approximately amounting to how much? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. It is '\"ery high now. I haven 't seen the recent 

quotations. 
Mr. BLA~TON. Isn't that stock unusually high? 
Mr. R uDOLPH. All bank stocks are high. 
Mr. BLANTON. You can hardly buy that on the market? 
1\Ir. RuDor~PH. No. It is held very close. 
Mr. BLA ·ToN. Your 300 shares at the present market value are 

worth approxlma tely bow nruch? 
Mr. R UDOLPH. Something around $75,000. 
Mr. BLANTON. What dividends does the Second National Bank pay? 
Mt·. RUDOLPH. Eight per cent on par. 
Mt·. BLANTON. Mr. Colladay tops the list of your board of directors 

of the Second National Bank, doesn't be? 
Mr. R uDOLPH. I imagine so. I don't know whether there is anybody 

ahead of him or not. 
Mr. BLANTON. On the little folder that your bank gets out his name 

tops the list ; it heads them all? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. I imagine it would. 
Mr. BLANTON. Are you ·acquainted with the manager of the Willard 

Hotel? 
Mr. UUDOLPH. Mr. Hight? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. RGDOLPH. Very well. 
Mr. BLANTON. He is down under Mr. Colladay's name, a little fur

ther down on this list. 
Mr. R li DOLPH. I imagine it would come very close to ~Ir. Colla

day's. 
Mr. BLANTON. You know these directors of the Second National 

Bank? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And Mr. Hight's business is the hotel business? 
Mr. R UDOLPH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLANTON. And the bank business? 
Mr. UuDOLPH. I don't know how much time he gives to the bank. 
Mr. BLAKTON. But his business is hotel and bank? 
Mr. RtiDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. What other hotels a.re owned by Second National Bank 

directors besides his? 
Mr. R UDOLPH. Some of the directors have an interest in the Conti

nental Hotel. 
Mr. BLANTON. But it is owned by directors in the Second National 

Bank? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes; they have stockholdings in it, but there are 

others not connected with the Second ·National Bank also that have 
stock in it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Commissioner, do you know that a Mr. Fowler, 
who is an attorney for 70 independent taxicab companies, claimed 
under oath, testifying before a Senate committee in the Capital not 
long ago, that the record in your court of appeals here in the District 
showed that the Willard Hotel received $80,000 a year as its part 
of the taxicab and sight-seeing bus receipts? Did you know that? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. No, sir. ' 
Mr. BLANTON. But he testified that. I have a statement from a 

reliable attorney here in the District that the Willard Hotel has a 
contract this year with a taxicab company whereby it is to receive 
as much as $15,000 for the taxicab privilege of using the sidewalk and 
out in the street in front of the hofel, which really belongs to the 
Government, doesn't it? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
1\fr. BLANTO~. As a commissioner you know that all the s t reets and 

all the sidewalks belong to the Government, don't you? 
M.r. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And the Government has that property for the use of 

its people, hasn't it? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. All of its people, not just hotel people? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then I am informed also that the Continental Hotel, 

which is owned by directors of the Second National Bank Building, has 
entered into a contract with a certain taxicab company whereby it 
1s to r eceive as much as $3,500 this year for taxicab privileges. 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Do you think that is fair to the people of the District 

of Columbia if that exists? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. I don't see that it is unfair. 
Mr. BLANTON. Let us see about that. The Willard Hotel, in which 

one of your Sec!lnd National Bank directors is manager, Mr. Hight, 

runs all the way down Fourt('enth Street from F Street to rennsyl· 
vania A venue, which is what we call in Washington a double block. 
In front of the Willard Hotel there is space for 1-! taxicabs ? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. I don't know. That is a traffic ma tter and I am nut 
familiar with that. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ge t you familiar wi th some traffic matters. 
Mr. RuDOLPH. I would rather not be familiar with them, but if you 

want to--

Mr. BLANTON. As one Member of Cong1·ess I would prefer tha t all 
of you commi8sioners should know something about some of the busiue..,s 
of Washington. 

Mr. RUDOLPH. It is our duty to know some thing a bout it. 
Mr. BLAc"TON. About the traffic business. The Willar:l Hot€'1 re

serves that whole block for its t axicabs and its sightse~ing- busse . Why 
haven't I, as representative of :1GO,OOO people in mr district, a right 
to park ruy own cat· there just as much as t he Witlard Hotel lJUs a 
right to park 14? Can you answer me that? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Not very well. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, why hasn't some G•)v. ~mru~nt clerk here, wlJO 

works here in the departments for 30 years, why hasn't h~ a right 
to take his little Ford down there and pa;.·k it along in front of the 
Willard Hotel if there is a vacant space there? Shouldn' t he have that 
right? 

Mr. R UDOLPH. I imagine he should. At the same time he should not 
shut out the patrons of a hotel who want to go in and out anrl have 
prompt service. 

Mr. BLANTON. The patrons of that hotel have no more rights th an 
anybod;)' else. 

Mr. RUDOLPH. I don't agree with you there, because-.-
Mr. BJ,ANTON. Do you know Judge Mclfahon? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BLA~""TON. Did you hear about a decision that be renJ<'! r<~l the 

other day wherein he said that they bad no right to r<:>serve that space 1 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Have the commissioners ever made an attempt to 

enforce that law? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. I don't know whether the traffic director has done any-

thing in that connection or not. 
Mr. BLANTON. The traffic director is one of your employees, isu' t he? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. You could put him out to-morrow, couldn't you? 
Mr. RGDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. But he couldn't put you out, Mr. Commissioner? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Not very well. 
Mr. GILBERT. I find upon examination of the evidence that you wet·e 

asked this question and that you testified as follows: 
"Do you feel that the bids of the other companies would have the 

same opportunity to get a contract as that of Rudolph & West Co. 
when you are one of the commissioners and such a large stockholder? " 

You are reported by the stenographer as having made this :mswer: 
" It would not make a particle of difference. I don't know what 

proportion of the hardware bus iness the other concerns are getting, 
but I imagine they get their fair share of it." 

And then you were asked thjs question, speaking of your firm : 
"They get more contracts with the city than any other company, :M:r. 

Rudolph? 
"Mr. RGDOLPH. I couldn't say. I imagine Barber & Ross get equally 

as much as they do and perhaps some other large dealers." 
Now, for the last fiscal year the auditor reports that the business 

done by the District with your company totals seventy-one thousand 
and some odd dollars, while Barber & Ross was thirteen thousand and 
some odd do1lars. There was no competitor that had gotten more 
than fom·teen thousand, while, as I say, your firm had $71,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Commissioner, do you know how much Congress 
turned over to you and your co-commissioners for this fl . cal year, to 
spend-how many millions? 

Mr. RuDOr..>H. Something around thirty-two mlllions. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. And it is up to you to see to it that each $7:!,000 or 

that $32,000,000 is spent according to law, isn't It? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. It is my duty to see that everything, not only that 

$72,000, but any other amount, is disbursed according to law. 
Mr. GIBSON. Do you know of the forms of punishment used down at 

the workhouse? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. I am somewhat familiar with them. 
Mr. GIBSON. And the fact that they use chains? 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes. 
Mr. GIBSON. That in some instances iron bands are riveted to their 

ankles? 
Mr. RuDOLPH. Yes. There nre some cases where they have had to 

resort to that in order to get the prisoners to behave them elves. 
Mr. GIBSON. These particular men are confined in walls. 
l\11·. RUDOLPH. Well, I don't know whether it is unusual. I don't 

approve of it, but it seems t o have been the only effective way to get 
these men to obe1 the rules. 

) 
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. Yr. GiBso~. Do you know that some of those prisoners have worn 
tllose chains for in some cases over 200 days? 

:Mr. RUDOLPH. No, sir. The old rule was that. they were confined 
ip a cell until they promised to reform and obey the rules and then 
they were let out. 

Mr. Gmso~. We found some .veterans of the World War there that 
had been chained for nearly a hundred days. 

l\fr-. llu~o~. Now, Mr. Commissioner, you don't approve, whether 
they have run away or not, of putting a great big iron band that is 
liveted on in a blacksmith shop around a World War veteran's ankles 
nud keeping it there for 68 days, like one we saw down there, _do you, 
Commissioner, because he ran away? 

Mr. RGDOLPH. I do not approve of. it. 
M.r. BLANTON. Now, Mr. Commissioner, there is in your jall here 

clght now, unless they have removed it in the last day or so-and I 
·hope they have-a great big post that is over a foot in diameter at the 
bottom. 

Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes, slr. 
Mr. BLANTON. About which they have in that jall chained 1n one 

instance a colored girl 18 years of age with her arms chained behind 
her around that post. Do you approve of that? 

l!r. RuDOLPH. It depends on bow long they kept her chained. 
Mr. BLA..NToN. I don't care whether they didn't keep her there more 

than one minute. Do you approve of it? 
Mr. RuDOLPH. I am not a penologist. 
Mr. BLANTON. You don't approve of that, do you? 
Mt·. RUDOLPH. I would try to adopt some other means. 
Mr. BLANTON. The sworn statement of a witnE:'ss was that they kE>pt 

this colored girl, 18 years old, chained to that post until she dropped 
from exhaustion. 

l\Ir. RUDOLPH, That is iJihuman. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is inhuman and it ought to be stopped. 

· Mr. Commissioner, who is the president of the Board of Children's 
G~ardians? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. W. W. Millan. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is that the same w. W . .1\lillan who has appeared over 

here before the auditor in the defense of Mr. Fenning in ~ying to get 
·fees allowed Mr. Fenni-ng that the auditor claimed were not due? Is 
that the same one? 

Mr. RUDOLPH. I saw in the paper where be was_ entered as eounseL 
Mr. BLANTON. But he is the same .Millan who is defending Mr. 

Fenning against the auditor's contention 'l 
Mr. RUDOLPH. Yes, sir. 

BE SURE YOUR SI:SS WILL FIND YOU OUT 

Commissioner Rudolph could not stand the pressure. We had 
. found him out. His use of his office to further hi!:! own business 

was disclosed. And he resigned, to take effect the day before 
·Congress met. 

.And my good friend from Maine [Mr. HERsEY] asserted that 
.I did all this to get press n-otoriety in my district. No press 

. r~porter has mentioned my work to Texas papers. Texas 
papers are fair and just and would print notices if they got 
any. Because I have prevented Washingtonians from paying 
their civic expenses out of the United States Treasury and have 
forced their local tax rate here from 90 cents to $1.80 on the 
$100, making them pay for their own conveniences like people 
in the 48 States .haye .to Pl\Y. the press boy.s here most of whom 
own property in Wash.ington, punish me by never mentioning 

·_ my work in their reports to Texas papers. The paper closest 
to my district that received reports and gave me credit is the 
St. Lori.is Post Dispatch. In its issue of August 1, 1926, it said 
that some years ago it pronounced me a u eful Member of the 
House, and then said : 

That opinion bas now been vindicated by the success of BLANTON's 
fight to get rid of Frederick A. FenDing as a Commissioner of the Dis
trict of Columbia. BLANTON went into the fray single-banded and 
with heavy odds against him. Fenning, a power in the political and 
commercial life of the District, seemed impregnably intrenched. 
. BLANTO:S bung on like the bulldog be is. Finally, by the sheer 
weight of the evidence that he brought to bear agi\inst Fenning before 
three co.mmittees of the House, he compelled Congress and the President 
to take notice. 

The upshot of the several investigations was the resignation of Fen
ning at the demand of the President. 

If it bad not been for BLANTON's persistence, the commissioner would 
-still be in office. . To the gentleman from Texas a large debt ot grati
tude is due from the public in general and the veterans of the World 
War in particular. Through his efforts a peculiarly unfortunate group 

' of the Government's w;n.rds bas been saved trom a peeullar form of 
exploitation. · · · · 

Like WALSH in the oil case and · REED in the slush-fund investiga
tion, BLANTON has shown what oue man of ability and fighting caliber, 
armed with a good cause, can do in Congress. 

DOCTOR WORK PROTECTS DOCTOR WHIT!! 

In July, after Congress adjourned, Doctor Work, Secretary 
of the Interior, without any authority of law whatever there
for, hand picked a board of five fellow psychiatrists to investi
gate his friend and their friend, Dr. William A. White, agree
ing to pay them all their e:Xpenses and so much per day. He 
knew that three different congressional committees had already 
investigated Doctor White. He knew that Congress had just 
passed a rel:lolution directing Comptroller General McCarl to 
spend the next five months inve ·tigating St. Elizabeths. I pre
dicted to the Gibson committee that the report of these five 
psychiatrists would be a specially prepared whitewash of Doctor 
White and an attempt to save liim from the force and effect 
of these congressional im·estigations. I knew that e•en if they 
wanted to do so they could not learn the actual conditions that 
ordinarily existed. Doctor White would know of every visit 
they would make. He would be expectipg them. He would 
have everything in apple-pie order. He would see that they 
were conducted only where appearances would be favorable. 
Every employee would be specially warned and directed as to 
their conduct, just as was done when they were expecting our 
Gibson committee. And their report was a whitewash. And 
when Secretary Work attempted to pay them out of the public 
Treasury Comptroller General McCarl stopped it, and told ' 
Secretary Work that his whole action was without authority 
of law and that he would not allow such payment, as same 
would be unlawful. .And Secretary Work was forced to pay 
the e five psychiatrists out of his own pocket. And Congress 
has refused to reimburse him. .And when he tried to have their 
unauthorized report printed in the REOO&n I stopped it. And 
when he tried to have their unauthorized report printed as a 
public document the Committee on Printing, by unanimou vote, 
turned him down and would not permit it. 

ST. ELIZABETHS PUNISHES ALL BUT PSYCHIATRISTS 

Doctor White's main psychiatrist who passes on the sanity 
of patients, is Dr. Knutt Houck. On the morning of December 
15, 1926, he and his wife were missing. They had disappeared 
overnight. Dr. Knutt Houck turned up in a town in New 
York State out on the street in front of the hotel in his night 
clothes, apparently insane. The press reported 'that he had 
murdered his wife and disposed of her body. He was brought 
back to Washington but not confined in St. Elizabeths. Doc
tor White realized that St. Elizabeths was too great a punish
ment for a brother psychiatrist, even though he was charged 
with murdering his wife. He was given special care and atten
tion in Gallinger HospiU!J.. After investigat~on the :Washington 
Times reported : " Doctor Houck attacked his wife and tore her 
clothing to shreds. ·• But to this good day her body has never 
yet been found. On January 4 the Times reported that Doctor 
Houck was being removed to Walter Reed Hospital to afford 
better surroundings. Then this psychiatrist was moved O\er 
to Johns Hopkins Hospital at Baltimore, and from there he 
was released so that he could go to his home State. But never 
has he gone into St. Elizabeths . . He would rather be in hell, 
and I don't blame him. · 

SA.."'rn ME~ CAN GET J USTICE ONLY IN COURTS 
Where the head of any one of the eight departments of 

Government that has authority to place nien in insane asylums 
by letter, makes a mistake and sends a -sane person to such an 
insane asylum without trial there is no place other than a court 
where such persons may obtain justice. And it is an awfully 
hard matter for them to get before a court. It is a difficult 
matter for them to get a hearing even before the department 
that ordered them there. One without congressional influence 
gets no hearing. And such hearings when had are farces. The 
department ahyays feels that it must sustain its action. The 
subordinate who through jealousy· or spite induced the depart· 
ment to order the person incarcerated is always able to produce 
apparently cogent facts against him. The board appointed to 
conduct the hearing is usually a bunch of cymlin-headed em
ployees, big with their own importance and officiousness, who 
know nothing whatever about the law or the legal rules of 
evidence, and very little about anything else. 

NAVY DElPARTMENT HEABI!'<GS ARE FARCICAL 

I want to illustrate their modus operandi. On December 14, 
1926, the same date that St. Elizabeths famous psychiatrist, 
Dr. Knutt Houck, attacked his wife, a little heart-broken 
women told me about how the Navy was punishing her sane 
husband in St. Elizabeths. I went out there immediately and 
made an exhaustive investigation. and found her husband, 
Lieut. Commander Harry T. Sandlin, perfectly normal and 
sane. I had his wife go before a notary public and swear t() 
her testimony : 
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AFFIDAVIT OJ!' MRS. BETTY SAXDLI:S 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBlA: 

I, Mrs. Betty Sandlin, being sworn, upon oath state: I am the wife 
of Lieut. Commander Harry Till Sandlin, who for 20 years has been 
in the United States Navy; I run 22 years of age, and married Com
mander Sandlin in Constantinople on the 1st day of August, 1922, and 
have lived with him continually since then as his wife; Commander 
Sandlin separated from his first wife about 14 years ago, and each 
year until 1924 paid her a certain portion of his salary, and since he 
stopped paying her in 1924 she has been trying to give him all the 
trouble she could, and has caused friction between him and the Navy. 
In February, 1925, in Key West, Doctor Dockery ( ?) , of the Navy, told 
me that they intended to retire my husband, and in 1925 they had 
him brought before a retiring board, at which hearing I testified and 
told what Doctor Dockery bad said to me, and they could not retire him 
as they were not able to prove any rNlsons therefor, · and my husband 
then defended himself against such proposal; but they sent my husband 
to the naval hospital in Washington for observation, and threatened 
to send him to St. Elizabeths. They could find nothing wrong with my 
husband and finally sent him back to duty in Philadelphia, and his 
commanding officer reported that his work was first class ; because my 
husband insisted on having an investigation, they sent him to St. Eliza
beths Hospital, which is an insane asylum, on November 8, 1926, where 

'he now is, and where they have kept him ever since; he has been given 
to understand that if he will agree to being retired they will release him 
from the hospital ; there is nothing whatever wrong with my husband ; 
his mind is clear and he is perfectly sane, and he is in no way mentally 
afflicted; he is not a graduate of Annapolis ; my husband's sister, Mrs. 
W. A. Mattice, of 1307 Chamberlain Avenue, Chattanooga, Tenn., with 
the approval of myself and husband, requested the Navy Department 
to send her a "comprehensive and detailed rep.ort of his present con
dition and circumstances leading up to his present status and copies 
of reports of all investigating boards," and on· November 18, 1926, the 
Secretary of the Navy refused, claiming that same were confidential, 
after which my husband, in writing, requested that such be sent his 
sister, but they have not been furnished her. I feel that my husband 
is being unjustly and unmercifully persecuted, and I appeal to the 
Congress of the United States to see that we get justice. 

BET'rY SANDLIN. 

Sworn to and subscribed uy the said Mrs. Betty Sandlin before me 
this the 14th day of December, A. D. 1926. Given under my hand and 
seal of office in the District of Columbia, 

[SUL.) w. G. LADD, 

Notary Publio in and. for the D£strict of Coltunbia. 

I found that Dr. S. F. Acree, an eminent scientist, whom I 
have known'for 30 years, and his wife, were close neighbors and 
friends of the Sandlins, and I had them go bef01·e a notary 
public and swear to what they knew : 

AFFIDAVIT 011' DR. S. II'. A. CREE 

THF. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: . 

I, Dr. S. li'. Acree, being sworn, upon oath state: I am a native of 
the State of Texas, entered the University of Texas in 1892,- and am 
a graduate of that instituti_on, and am also a graduate of the University 
of Chicago, and am now engaged in scientific work and live at 1756 Q 
Street NW., Washington, D. C. During 1925 I lived at 1704 Q Street 
and we took our meals at 1754 Q Street NW., Washington, D. C., and 
for over three months we, my wife and I, were thrown in daily com
munication with Commander Harry Till Sandlin, of the United States 
Navy, and his wife, Mrs. Betty Sandlin, and we saw each other at least 
twice each day, and sometimes many times each day, and frequently 
had our meals together; and this relationship existed during all of the 
time that Commander Sandlin was under observation by the naval hos
pital here in Washington ; on account of such treatment accorded him, 
I specially and closely observed Commander Sandlin, with the view of 
formin.g my own conclusion of whether he was mentally afflicted, and 
I reached the · conclusion that there was nothing what\!ver wrong with 
his mind and that he was in no way afflicted mentally ; his mind was 
clear at all times and I considered him a brilliant man and unusually 
well poised ; and since he was placed in St. Ellzabeths Hospital on 
November 8, 1926, I have been to see him many times and have talked 
with him on many subjects, and have closely observed him, and there is 
no change whatever in his mental condition; and in my judgment there 
1s now nothing whatever wrong with his mind and he is in no way 
weutally affiicted. During one of my visits to St. Elizabeths Hospital 
to see Commander Sandlin I met Doctor Ziegler, who is in charge of 
tllC naval hospital here in Washington, and Doctor Ziegler in substance 
gave me to understand that if Commander Sandlin would agree to the 
Navy reth·ing him that he would be released shortly from St. Eliza
beths ; in my judgment Commander Sandlin is in every way, physically 
and mentally, able to perform his duties. I am in no way related to 
Commander Sandlin, but am interested in seeing that be is not treated 
o.njusUJ. 

Dr. S. F. AcREJ:. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me by Dr. S. F. Acree, on t.his 14th 
day of December, .A.. D. 1926. Given under my band and seal of office 
in Washington, D. C. 

[SEAL.] W. G. LADD, 

Notary Public ·in and for the District of Columbia. 

AFFIDAVIT OF MRS. RUBY J. ACREE 

THII DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA : 

I, 1\-frs. Ruby J. Acree, being duly sworn, upon oatil state: I am 
a native of Virginia and am the wife of Dr. S. F. Acree; I have 
read the affidavit made by him regarding the conditioll and treatment 
of Commander Harry Till Sandlin, and I know that same is true and 
correct; I ha>e never observed anything wrong with Command<'r 
Sandlin and believe that he is mentally sound and is in no way 
mentally afflicted; I consider him unusually well poised; I am in no 
way related to them, but feel son·y for Mrs. Betty Sandlin, who is a 
young girl 22 years of age. 

llt:BY J. ACREE. 

Sworn to and subsct"ibed by the said Mrs. Ruby J. Acree before me 
this the 14th day of December, A. D. 1926. Given under my band and 
seal of office in Washington, D. C. 

[SEAL.] W. G. LADD, 

Kotary PubU~ iJJ and tor the District of Ool-t~tnbia .• 

NAVY DE1HED SANDLIN'S SISTER REQUESTED INFORUATIO:S 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 

Mrs. W. A. MATricm, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

WasMngton, Nove-n•ber 18, 1926. 

13([1 Cl!.antberla.it~ At•enue, C11a.ttai1.0oga, Term. 
DEAR MADAM : Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of November 11 

in which you desire a comprehensive and detailed report regarding tb~ 
present condition of your brother, Lieut. Commander H. ±: Sandli.ll 
(S. C.), United States Navy, a . complete review and report of all the 
~il·cumstances leading up to his present status, copies of the reports of 
investigating boards handling your brother's case, and information as 
to wnether or not he has ' had a regular hearing Qr investigation in 
accordance ·with Navy Regulations, and the result of such reports. 

Your brother has been accorded all his rigllts in connection with his 
present status as required by Navy Regulations. The department re
grets, however, that it is unable to furnish the information you request, 
inasmuch as such information forms part of the official record of Mr. 
Sandlin and is therefore confidentiaL It is for official use of the de
partment only and can not be given to any other except by order of 
the officer himself or by order of a court in case such information should 
be necessary and ~aterial in a case on trial before it. 

It is true that your brother was recently placed .in St. Elizabl'ths 
Hospital. If you address a letter to the superintendent of that insti
tution, you will no doubt be able to ascertain the present condition of 
his health. 

Very r espectfully, 

CURTIS D. WILBUR. 

Mrs. Ed. Morgan, of Americus, Ga., is another sister of Com
mander Sandlin. Mrs. 0. B. Bishop, of Aduirsville, Ga., is alsu 
his sister. I immediately ordered from the Navy Department 
Commander Sandlin's complete record, which it had refused to 
give his sister, and Secret9.ry Wilbur assured me it would be 
prepared immediately. 

SERVE NOTICE ON NAVY D!DPARTME:"'T 

From the floor of the House the next day, December 15, 1926, 
I discussed the outrageous treatment which had been accorded 
Commander Sandlin by the Navy and I then publicly notified 
the department that he was going to have a square deal. In 
about a week he was released from St. Elizabeths and allowed 
to go to his home here, where with his wife and two little 
children he went where he pleased and did what he please!l 
thereafter, except the Navy required him to ring up St. Eliza
beths on the telephone once a week. I gave the naval offic9'~·s 
in charge of his ease to understand that if he was in some
body's way and they were determined to get rid of him that I 
would agree to his being retired on the grounds of being 
incapacitated for active duty, or upon any other ground that 
did not reflect upon his character or mentality, but I was deter
mined that they should not retire him as of paranoid state, as 
that would confine this sane man in an insane asylum for the 
rest of his life. I was assured that when Commander Sandlin 
was tried before a naval retiring board I would be given due 
notice thereof, that his wife should be present, that he shonld 
be allowed counsel and the right to produce witnesses in his 
behalf. I will first let Commander Sandlin and his wife detail 
what happened: 
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API'IDA VI'l"" OF 1lR8. BE'r.rY SANDLIN 

WASHINGTON, D. C.: 
I, Mrs. Betty Sandlin, being duly sworn, upon oath., state : I am the 

wife of Lieut. Commander Harry Till Sandlin, who is now perfectly 
1mne, and never during our ma.r:ried life has had one single thing the 
matter with his mind ; he is unusually bright and well poised ; the 
Navy is punishing him simply because he took up the study of Chris
tian Science, and appealed direct to Secretary Wilbur for fair treat
ment, when he should have sent his letter through channels; wholly 
without warrant or trial the Navy had my husband locked up in 
St. Elizabetfis Insane Asylum on November 8, 1926, and until Con
gressman BLANTON visited him there on December 14, 1926, he was 
shown no consideration whatever, but after Congressman BLANTON ob
tained my husband's record, and in the House of Representatives on 
December 15, 1926, condemned the Navy for its unwarrantable action, 
he was allowed to leave St. Elizabeths, and spent Christmas wee"k at 
home with me and our two little children, and since December 31, 1926, 
has been allowed to stay at home and do what he pleased, except they 
bad him report one night and require him to telephone St. Elizabetbs 
about once a week; under orders from the Navy my husband appeared 
before the Naval Retiring Board Janua.ry 3, 1927; they refused his 
request tbat I be allowed to act as his counsel, as I wanted to attend; 
the board consisted of five captains; the two medical members took my 
husband into a closed room for examination; on their return, Captain 
Carpenter, chairman, announced that he found my husband to be 
"paranoid state, condition permanent"; the other medical member con
curred ; the board approved, and announced that my husband did not 
have mental capacity to select his own counsel, an{} they would have 
had Secretary Wilbur appoint one, and adjourned until next morning; 
we went immediately to the Capitol, called Congressman_ BLANTON out 
of the House, and urged him to save us, and to see that we got justice, 
as we were not financially able to employ counsel ; our friends also 
urged him, and be secured permission from Secretary Wilbur to con
duct our defense at such hearing; he promptly appeared at said trial 
on the morning of January 4, 1927, but bad said board to understand 
disti~ctly that in conducting my husband's defense, he did not appear 
as . his attorney, but in his representative capacity, to see that an 
American got a square dea,l, an~ also to learn just bow the Navy con
ducted su~b trials, where men without court trial could be consigned 
to insa:pe asylums for life simply upon Navy orders; the hearings were 
held in the forenoon, so Congressman BLANTON could attend House 
sessions 'llt noon ; he con!).ucted my busband's defense four days, and by 
co~petent evidence not only established my husband's sanity, but 
proved that the Navy was persecuting him ; the chairman, Captain 
Carpenter, and his counsel, saw that they must get rid of Congressman 
BLANTON; at the close of the hearing on January 7, 1927, Chairman 
Carpenter ruled that if Congressman BLANTON appeared any further 
be must do so as my husband's attorney and not in his representa
tive capacity, knowing at the time he would not do so, hence Congress
man BLANToN· refused to appear further ; Congressman BLANTON bad 
made Captain Carpenter admit that be had prejudged my husband's 
case, basing his decision that he was of paranoid state simply because 
he had communicated direct with Secretary Wilbur, and because an 
officer at Key West once reported that my husband refused to give up 
his duty there ; such officer so reporting had himself been under mental 
observation for a year, and I personally know that his report was 
false, bec.ause I was tben with my husband when he turned over his 
office strictly in accord witq the naval order and regulations ; and in 
deciding the case Chairman Carpenter still held that my husband was 
of paranoid state, despite the fact that the oth.er four members of 
the board changed their preliminary decision and held that be was not ; 
I believe that if it bad not been for Congressman BLANTON protecting 
us that naval board would have condemned my husband to St. Eliza
beths Insane Asylum for life, when be is absolutely sane. 

BETTY SANDLIN. 

Sworn ·to and subscribed before me this 7th of---, 1927. 
(SEAL.] WALTER C. NEILSON, 

Notary Public in. and for the Dist-rict of Oolumbw. 

AFFIDAVIT OF H. T. SANDLIN 

WASHINGTON, D. C.: 
I, Harry Till Sandlin, being duly sworn, upon oath state: I am a 

lieutenant commander in the United States Navy ; not until I took up 
the study of Christian Science did the Navy attempt to punish me; 
when stationed at Key West the commanding officer there, who himself 
had been under mental observation, sent to Washington a report 
that I had refused to obey orders to turn over my office ; I did not so 
refuse, but complied with such order strictly according to naval regu
lations; this officer, C. D. Stearns, got mad because I asked him to 
give me a hearin~ on the reports he bad sent against me, and I had 
two officers witness my request, but he denied it ; without giving me 
any warning, or hearing, or trial, I was locked up in St, Elizabeths 
Insane Asylum, where there were shrieking maniacs close enough to 

be heard, on November 8, 1926, and was shown no eonsidera.tion until 
Congressman BLANTON visited me and investigated my case on Decem
ber 14, 1926, after which I was allowed to go home, and I spent 
Christmas week with my familr, and after December 31, 1926, I have 
been allowed to stay at home and go where I pleased and do what I 
pleased, except I have reported one . night to St. Elizabeths, and am 
required to. ring them up about once each week ; Secretary Wilbur had 
assured mr friends that when I was called before the Naval Retiring 
Board, I would be given a fair trial, and could have counsel. and have 
my witnesses testify ; I was ordered to appear before such board on 
January 3, 1927, and the board was proceeding with the trial without 
giving me counsel; to insure having my wife present I requested that 
she be designated as my counsel, which was refused ; the medical mem4 
bers of the board, Captain Carpenter, and Captain Thompson took me 
oft: in a room separated from said board and examined me, 'and then 
went back before the board and reported that I was of " paranoid 
state; condition permanent," and that I did not have sufficient mental 
capacity to choose counsel, and that they would ask the Secretary of 
the Navy to provide same. The board thus approved such decision. 
I was thus decreed to be of unsound mind, without a bearing and with
out trial, and any rights that I might assert thereafter were to be 
determined by a board which bad already prejudged me of unsound 
mind -and that would mean my incarceration in St. Elizabeths for life; 
the board adjourned until the next morning; we went immediately to 
the Capitol and called Congressman BLANTON~ and urged him to pro· 
teet me and see that I had a fair trial ; I was not able financially to 
employ competent· counsel ; Congressman BLANTON appeared next morn
ing, had it understood that he was not appearing as an attorney, but 
had permission from the Secretary of the Navy to appear in his Repre
sentative capacity, and defend my rights, and see that I got a fair 
trial, and also to observe just how such trials before naval boards 
were conducted; he objected to the entire board on the ground that it 
had already made up its mind, and had prejudged my case ; his objec
tion was overruled ; he demanded that the proceedings of the previous 
day be stricken from the record as I had no counsel ; this was refused ; 
he defended my rights for four days, and then to get rid of him 
Chairman Carpenter .ruled that Congressman BLAN'rON could appear n~ 
longer in his Representative capacity, but would have to appear as my 
attorney, and he thus forced him to appear no longer ; Chairman Car
penter did not .chang.e his opinion, but after the other four members 
filed their report, finding that I was not of paranoid state, he still 
persisted, and filed a minority report, still holding that I was of 
paranoid state. 

Sworn to and subscribed this 7th 
[SEAL.] 

Notarv Public tn ana 

H. T. SANDLIN. 
of ---, A. D. 1927. 

WALTER C. NEILSON, 
tor the District. of OoZ.Umbia. 

HAVE ALWAYS HELPED THOSE WHOSE BIGHTS WERE DENIED THEM 

When on January 3, 1927, Commander and Mrs. Sandlin 
called me out of the House and urged me to help them, saying 
they were not able to employ an attorney, I agreed to protect 
them at the second meeting of the trial board next morning. 
I secured from Secretary Wilbur permission to appear in my 
representative capacity and conduct Sandlin's defense before 
the board. 

I appeared before the board promptly the next morning Jan
nary 4, 1927. It consisted of Capt. Dudley N. Carpenter, ~hair
man ; and Capt. Edgar Thompson, both medical officers · and 
three other captains named Seibels, Ellis, and Metcalf. ' 

I ascertained that on . the preceding day the board had denied 
the request of Commander Sandlin that his wife be present 
that Commander Sandlin had protested against being tried 
before said officers, and that without having anyone there to 
represent him the t":o medical members of the board, Captain 
Carpenter and Captain Thompson, ordered Commander Sandlin· 
to go with them into another ro.om, where in the absence of the 
other three m~mbers of the board they put Commander Sandlin 
through what tJ:tey termed an examination, but which in com-
mon parlance is known as the third degree; that they then 
brought him back before the board and announced (quoted 
from record) : 

Capt. Dudley N. Carpenter, Medical Corvs, United States Navy, the 
senior medical member of the board, reported that, in his opinion, 
Lieut. Commander Harry T. Sandlin, Supply Corps, United States Navy 
is suffering from paranoid state, which opinion is, based on the medical. 
members' examination of this date, including the official medical records, 
and expert opinions of the duly authorized representatives of the 
naval meilical department; that this condition is permanent, by reason 
of which he is incapacitated for active service in the Navy, and that 
his incapacity is the result of an incident of the service. 

Capt. Edgar Thompson, Medcal Corps, United States Navy, a mem
ber, reported that he concurred in the opinion expressed by Captain 
Carpenter. Medical Corpa. -
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And perfunctorily the other three " yes men " on the board 
approved, and thus without trial or benefit of clergy the board 
had condemned him as being insane. 

I now quote from their record my statement made when I 
first appeared: 

Mr. BLANTON. I have made a study of conditions in our Army and 
Navy with respect to men being charged with being of unsound mind 
for some time with a view to rectifying by law, if needed, the present 
situation. Because of that fact I have been out to St. Elizabeths a 
number of times and to other hospitals and I have been importuned 
by fiiends of Commander Sandlin to appear and see just the situation 
in his case, not as his attorney, because I represent no man as attorney 
while I am a Congressman, and there is no question of remuneration 
in it, but simply a question of appearing to see that this man gets a 
fair and just trial, and I ask permission to so appear, and if I am 
permitted by you gentlemen I will appreciate it. 

And the board read a letter from Secretary Wilbur to it 
authorizing me thus to appear, and for four days without ques
tion the board permitted me so to appear. 

I immediately requested the board to set aside its finding 
made the previous day prejudging Commander Sandlin to be 
insane without trial. And when I demonstrated to the board 
how ridiculous it would be for Commander Sandlin to proceed 
when the two medical members of the board had already in 
writing condemned him as insane, their conclusion being 
.adopted by the board, they were in a quandary: 

The BOARD (meaning Chairman Carpenter). Do you understand that 
the medical records have been introduced as official documents: 

Mr. BLANTON. There has been nothing introduced yet. I shall ex
pect counsel for this board to begin at the beginning and iritroduce what 
be offers to introduce. 

The BOARD. You wish to have them introduced again? 
Mr. BLANTON. I want something introduced against Lieutenant Com

mander Sandlin who now appears before the board for hearing. It 
must be reintroduced-such evidence as the board wants to consider 
against him. In other words, some case must be made out against 
him now. 

The BOARD. I would like to call on the assistant from the Judge 
Advocate General's Office as to reintroducing evidence that has already 
appeared before the board. 

Then the Assistant Judge Advocate in a long-winded speech 
explained that the Navy had its own way of conducting hear
ings, wholly distinct from legal ru1es of procedure, and that it 
did not have to reintroduce its evidence against Commander 
Sandlin but that it was up to Commander Sandlin to proceed 
with his defense. He argued that because the Navy regu1ation 
provides that the one being tried "has the right to offer wit
nesses" that the first and only thing that could be done was 
for Commander Sandlin to proceed in offering witnesses: 

Mr. BLANTON. This man appears here under charges. Now, I want 
you to proceed from this time on with a trial. I want to hear the 
evidence that is against him. I want to see how it is reached. He 
is being tried without giving him a hearing, and I am sure you want 
to gh'e this man a proper hearing. I want to be frank with you. I 
am going to contend that it is improper that there should be regula
tions in the Navy to send a man to an asylum. Counsel has failed to 
grasp the significance of this regulation. The regulation provides that 
he bas a right to offer witnesses. It does not take away from the 
Navy the necessity to produce evidence against him. Here is his 
medical record. In January, 1913, he was examined, with no physical 
defects; January, 1915, no physical defects; January, 1918, no physical 
defects; January, 1920, no physical defects; January, 1921, no phy
sical defects; January, 1922, he was found physically qualified to 
pedorm his duties; January, 1923, he was found to have no physical 
defects; January, 1924, and January, 1925, he was examined and 
found fit to perform his duties. Now, there is his tnedical history 
and his history as a naval officer down to January, 1925. 

I want to insist that this board should offer evidence against him. 
Put his medical record in evidence. It should be offered in evidence 
against him. This is the time to make a record against him. Surely, 
<;ounsel would not want this board to detet·mine this case on something 
that was done yesterday, when he was not represented by counsel. 
Is there any contention made here that this man did not clamor for 
counsel yesterday? He was demanding that his wife be present and 
he was denied that right. 

Captain ELLIS. He was not denied counsel. 
Mr. BLANTON. I object to this member of the board [indicating 

Captain Ellis]. I think yon are prejudiced against Lieutenant Com
mander Sandlin 

Captain ELLIS. No; I am not. 
Mr. BLANTON. I think you are. 

And the attitude of the entire board being one of antagonism 
toward Commander Sandlin and it having agreed that its ac
tion taken the day before should stand and not be set aside 

notwithstanding the board had clearly stated that such find
ing should merely be deemed charges against Sandlin upon 
which he was to stand trial, the ·same as an indictment in a 
criminal court, and the board having agreed that it wou1d re
introduce nothing but would force Commander Sandlin to put 
on any defense evidence he had, I challenged the board for 
prejudice and protested against their sitting in the trial. The 
board promptly overruled my challenge. I then and there re
l!ewed the challenge in writing to Secretary Wilbur, asking that 
he appoint a new board which he refused. 

To show how the Navy Department resents any interference 
with its business I relate the following incident: I had parked 
m..-v car in front of the Navy Building in the identical place 
where I had parked it at least fifty times before. As I went 
into the building I asked Captain Joyce " the door man " who 
knew me if he would look after my car while there, which he 
agreed to do. At the conclusion of the hearing at noon, when 
I left the building to my great surprise I found a bevy of five 
newspaper photographers with their cameras set on tripods 
focused on my car and a bevy of newspaper reporters with their 
bocks and pencils in hand. 

Captain Parsons accosted rue about parking my car there. 
I showed him my congressional tag on it, which permits my 
car to be parked in front of any public building in 'Yashington 
at any time. He agreed that I had such right. In the after
noon papers appeared a picture of my car, with the statement 
that when I first stopped there the doorman had told me that 
I could not park there and that I had replied "The hell I can't." 
To show how ridiculous such report was, I quote the following 
affidavit from Captain Joyce, the doorman: 

WASHINGTO~, D. C., Jantta.ry 5, 1926. 
I, J. F. Joyce, state: I am the guard stationed at the main entrance 

to the Navy Department Building. I was on duty there yesterday morn
ing when Congressman. BLANTON, of Texas, drove up there in his car ; he 
parked his car in front of said entrance and came to me and stated 
that he had official business in said building, and for me to please see 
that his car was not molested. This I agreed to do. That is all that 
passed between us. It is not true that I told him, as alleged in news
papers, " that be couldn't park there," and it is not true, as alleged 
in newspapers, that he replied, " The hell I can't." Such did not occur. 
On prior occasions when he has had business before said Navy Depart
ment said Representative BL.ANTON has parked his car in the identical 
place where he parked it yesterday, and he has always come to me and 
told me that it was his car and he was on official business, and I have 
never interfered, because he had on his car a "congressional tag," 
issued by the traffic department, which authorized him to park in front 
of Government buildings when attending to official business. Congress
man BLA!IITO~ has always beE.'n extremely courteous to me. 

J. F. JOYCE. 

BURDEN UPON COMMANDER S~~DLI~ TO PROVE HIMSELF SL~E 

Realizing that Commander Sandlin was simply up against it 
and was required to prove himself sane, I proceeded to do so. 
After noting that all of his examinations up to January, 1925, 
made in many parts of the world showed him to be in splendid 
condition and fit to perform active service, I again read into 
the RECORD his medical report from Key West, Fla., showing 
that on January 5, 1925, he was tb.ere examined with this 
report: " Fit to perform all duties of his grade." And then 
I read another report from Key West, Fla., dated January 31, 
1925, from which I quote : 

Patient's condition in my opinion became noticeably changed about 
one month ago. Officers on this station appeared to feel he was 
peculiar and did not associate with him freely. He wrote several 
letters, which appea1-s as if he was impressed with an idea of a missi<~n 

to perform. 

You will note from the affidavit of Commander and .Mrs. 
Sandlin that this commanding officer at Key West, Captain 
Steal'ris, who was filing these reports against him, had himself 
theretofore been under mental observation. And by "mission 
to perform " Captain Stearns was referring to Commander 
Sandlin's study of Christian Science. You will remember 
further that at this time Captain Stearns had placed Com
mander Sandlin under mental observation, which action to a 
man of Commander Sandlin's attainment must have been 
annoying and aggravating to the extreme. And from hi· medi
cal record I read the further notation: 

Since admission this officer feels that he is being pert:!ecuted by the 
commandant and medical officers; he feels that placing him under 
medical care is to thwart the performance of his 'lD.ission and his 
endeavor to realize his ideal. Ilis failure to comply witil his detach
ment orders and his present delusions ot persecution tend to show that 
in this specific case his judgment is poor, there is othenvi e an absence 
of intellectual impairment. 
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Tllen, on February 3, 1925, he was transferred to the Naval 

IIo~pital, Washington, D. C. 
I now quote from the official record of Sandlin's trial the 

excerpts from his medical record showing his first report from 
the Naval Hospital at Washington that I then read in evidence 
to-wit:-

Mr. BLANTON. I read this excerpt fro~ said hospital : " On admis
sion this patient was correctly oriented in all spheres; closely in touch 
with his environment; extremely neat and well groomed in b.is per
sonal appearance and very gracious and cooperative in his bea1.i.ng and 
manner. During the first interview, however, the patient appeared 
under some tension." And then I skip ~nd read the following excerpt: 
"* * * at no time was there any indication of true fiight of ideas and 
his restless attitude did not suggest any great amount of pressure of 
activity." Then I read the following: "He constantly interspe1·sed in 
his conversation, apparently in order to prove his argu_ments, consider
able Christian Science phraseology." Then I read from page 6 the 
following excerpt, under date of February 11, 1925 ; " Physical exami
nation: General physical and neurological examination of this patient 
revealed no essential defects." Then : "There is no history of nervous 
or mental h·ouble in any branch of the family. The patient was the 
third of seven children. Early childhood spent on farm. His mother 
wae hyper-religious and very insistent on her children receiving thorough 
religious training. Mother belonged to the Baptist faith. His father 
was rather indifferent to religion. Under these infiuenees the patient 
at _!ln early age took considerable interest in religious matters. He 
started to school at age of 6 years to country school. Later went to 
school at town and then to high school which he completed at 16 years 
of age. Joined the Baptist church at 15 years of age and was· baptized 
_by immersion. The patient's mother died when be was 11 years old. 

"The patient admits that he has always been strongly religious and 
was reared a devout Baptist." Then on page 9 : " In 1920 he went to 
Boston for duty and took up the study of psychology both normal and 
abnormal "-then " • * * finally came across some Christian 
Science publications and studies and discovered that this philosophy 
was just what he wanted, says, ' this seemed to be the key to the 
situation.' He delved deeply into Christian Science and states that 
he healed himself of all his physical ailments. Since that time he has 
spent considerable time studying and thoroughly imbuing himself with 
Christian Science principles. In regard to Christian Science activities 
the patient admits that possibly be is more enthusiastic and a.ggressive 
in his attitude regarding this subject than the average believer but 
be explains this by saying ' that is my nature. I am active and aggres
sive in anything I undertake. If I thoroughly believe in the efficacy 
of Christian Science why am I not free to express my opinions and 
endeavor to do good to all.'" 

On page 10 I read the following excerpt : " In addition to his 
marital difficulty and the payment of a settlement by allotments the 
patient has attempted to aid members of his present wife's family, his 
own family and also has contributed liberally to relief work while in 

Constantinople." 
On page 11 I read the following excerpt: "Also there are some trends 

in evidence indicating his feeling that he has b~en considerably mis
understood and perhaps almost persecuted at times because of his ideas." 

Under date of August 5, 1925, from the report of the Board of 
Medical Survey, I read the following excerpt : " Physical examination 
reveals no defects." 

From the report of the Naval Retiring Board, Navy Department, 
Washington, D. C., under date of October 5, 1925, which begins on 
page 14 of my transcript furnished by the Navy Department I am 
reading from the top of page 15, the following~ " The board therefm:e 
recommends that Lieut. Com. Harry T. Sandlin, supply corps, United 
States Navy, be assigned to duty in the Bureau of Supplies and Ac
counts, where he will be in close association with the officers of his 
corps and under observation by them. 

The board further :recommends _that Lieutenant Commander Sandlin 
be advised to demoDBtrate his mental self-control by devoting himself 
strictly to his professional work in the manner prescribed by Navy 
Regulations and customs, by refraining from mixing in civic affairs and 
also be refraining from giving advice." * * * I suppose that 
should be " by," just a typographical error in copying; that's what tt 
is on my copy • * * " • * * by refraining from giving advice 
or making recommendations except in his immediate family, unless 
specifically called upon to do so.'' 

On page 17 I r~ the following: 

From : Commanding Officer. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL HOSPITAL, 
Wa$hin{Jton, D. 0., December 11., 1.925. 

To : Tbe Secretary of the Navy. 
Via: Commandant, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Bureau of Navi-

gation. 
Subject: Disposition of Lieut. Commander Harry T. Sandlin, (SC), 

U.S.N. 
1. In order to further observe this officer and get a change of environ

ment which is considered advisable in his case, it is recommended that 

he be ordered to duty where he can be und~r observation for possible 
further development in his case. 

And the first endorsement by the Bureau of Medicine ·and Surgery 
dated December 12, 1925, " Forwarded, recommending approval as th-i~ 
bureau is of the opinion that this recommendation is for the best inter
est of the service." 

Then the entry : " Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C., Dec~mber 24, 
1925. This patient has received orders to duty at the Philadelphia 
Navy Yard. He is therefore discharged to duty this date." 

Mr. BLANTON. Tbe first time you ever saw Commander Sandlin was 
day before yesterday, January 3, 1927, approximately around 10 
o'clock? 

Captain CARPBNTJIR. It was. 
Mr. BLANTON. Had you prior to that time familiarized y«>urself with 

what is' commonly designated as the record of Commander Sandlin in 
the Navy Department prior to that time? 

Captain CARPENTER. Upon receipt of my orders as president of this 
board and medical member I had sent to the board the official records 
whicb have been placed in evidence, open for my inspection and tried 
to familiarize myself with it. ' 

Mr. BLA?o.:r<>N. Had you prior to 10 o'clock Monday morning last 
familiarized yourself with that record? 

Captain CARPENTER. I had received my orders with these records 
prior to the meeting of this board and at that time had utilized these 
official documents; prior to that time I had not seen or heard of any 
record in his ease. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then, until 10 o'clock last Monday morning you were 
unfamiliar with his record? 

Captain CARPENTER. ' I have not so stated. It was several days before 
that time that his record was recei>ed. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then, several days before last Monday you did have 
access to his record? 

Captain CARPENTER. Officially transmitted to me. 
Mr. BLANTO~. And you did read it? 
Captain CARPENTER. I did so. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you reach a conclusion on reading it? 
Captain CARPENTER. I presume my medical mind naturally did have 

an opinion after reading it. 
Mr. BLA..."ffON. After reading that record, which, so far as Com

mander Sandlin is concerned, is ex parte, you did form a conclusion 
as to his mental condition? 

Captain CARPENTER. A tentative conclusion 'or opinion. 
Mr. BLANTON. You formed a tentative opinion that you reserved in 

your mind, the right to change or eliminate it if Commander Sandlin 
produced sufficient evidence to justify it? 

Captain CARPENTER. That is true. 
Mr. BLANTON. That was before you bad ever seen the man? 
Captain CABEENT1ilR. It was. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then when the board met around 10 o'clock last 

Monday mo1·niug there appeared Commander Sandlin and his wife ; is 
that true? 

Captain CARPENTER. Commander Sandlin was the only one who ap-
peared before the board while the board was being formed. 

Mr. BLA:STON. Then there was present only Commander Sandlin so 
far as he was concerned? 

Captain CARPENTER. That is so. 
Mr. BLANTON. You knew his wife was in the next room? 
Captain CARPENTER.. I did. 
Mr. BLANTON. Not in this board room? 
Captain CARPEJI.'TER. Sbe was not in this board room. 
Mr. BLANTON. And the record will show and you have admitted 

that Commander Sandlin did protest to the entire board; he filed a 
protest as to the right of the board to proceed on a retiring feature. 

Captain CA!u>ENTER. He protested, as the record shows, to all mem
bers of the board and the entire proceedings. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, at what state of the proceeding did Commander 
Sandlin ask that his wife be allowed to represent him? 

Captain CARP.E:sTER. As I recall it, it was just before the medical 
members were to make the examination, and I, acting as president of 
the board, informed him that a.t the proper time, after this examination, 
that be would be allowed to call any witness he pleased, to be rep· 
resented by counsel and to have anyone he pleased. 

Mr. BLANTON. But you did inform him that until that medical ex
amination was held it would be impossible for his wife to be present? 

Captain CARPBNTER. That would be what I intended for him to 
understand. 

Mr. BLANTON. That precluded his wife being present? 
Captain CABPENTElt. Until this medical opinion bad been reported 

to the board by the medical member. 
Mr. BLANTON. You · and Doctor Thompson proceeded into anotller 

room and bad Commander Sandlin come before you and made an 
examination of him? 

Captain CARPENTER. We did; and may I say this is in accordQ.llce 
with the written order. to the president of the board which so directed 
us to do and also instructed us to pay especial attention to the officer's 
official record. 
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Mr. BLANTO~. And yon did make an examination 'P 
Captain CARPE!'I'TER. We did. . 

. Mr. BLANTON. You examined him physically and orally? 
Captain CARPENTER, We examined him orally and physically. 
Mr. BLANTON. Dld you find any physical defects? 
Captain CARPENTER. We found no physical defects; he is physically 

sound. 
Mr. BLANTON. So far as you could determine, and there has been 

nothing brought out In his record to Indicate any physical defect? 
Captain CARPENTER. We could find nothing in the record, nor did we 

find it on our examination. 
Mr. BLANTON. You had in mind this medical record which you had 

read and studied all the time you were making this examination? 
Captain CARPENTER. I had in mind his )ast year's duty ; I had in 

mind just how he had been able to carry on as an officer under observa
tion after the finding of the last retiring board. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you did not free your mind of that record? 
Captain CARPENTER. I certainly did not. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did Commander Sandlin have anyone representing him 

there? 
Captain CA.RPiilNTER. He bad no one in the room ; his wife was in the 

adjoining room. 
1\ir. BLANToN. She was not present? 
Captain CARPENTER. She was not. 
Mr. BLANTON. There was present you, Doctor Carpenter, and your 

medical colleague, Doctor Thompson, and Commander Sandlin, just 
the three of you? 

Captain CARPENTER. Correct. 
Mr. BLANTON. How long did this examination last? 
Captain CARPENTER. I judge about one hour. 
Mr. BLANTON. Did you put him through a categorical line of question

ing as to the history of his family life from the tlme ot his boyhood 
on up? 

Captain CARPENTER. I did not. I simply wished to determine from 
his present condition any evidence of mental impairment, which I 
believe I have found and so reported, and which I will be willing to 
give you any reasons tor. 

Mr. BLANTON. Please state in detail: Was there a record made of 
that examination in writing; was there a stenographer there? 

Captain CARPENTER. No stenographer. Doctor Thompson made a 
record which consisted of certain entries of his medical record, in line 
of duty, not in line, etc., which seemed to bear on his case, and we 
came to a written conclusion. 

M'r. BLANTON. Since there is no written record of the questions pro
pounded by you and his answers so that we may have the benefit 
of t..bem, just which questions and answers you based your conclusion 
on later, will you kindly state just what questions you asked Com
mander Sandlin to answer, consecutively if poss-ible, and what answers 
he made that impressed you? 

Captain CARPENTER. The answer that I considered most important as 
bearing on his mental condition was his reply to my question, which 
was asked for the purpose of deteL·mining his judgment, " May I ask 
you why you object to appearing before a naval retiring board?" 

Mr. BLANTON. And his answer? 
Captain CARPENTER. Having in mind that an officer who had been 

12 years in the service, familiar with the regulations, also 20 years in 
the service, 4 of which was as a chief pharmacist mate 1n the 
Medical Department, and therefore familiar with the regulations and 
instructions which require action when a board of medical survey 
recommends, as was done in his case, that he appear before a retiring 
board, I was anxious to have his answer which was in effect as follows: 
" I consider that the head Qf any department that would order me before 
a retiring board is doing a criminal act ; it is a criminal procedure." 
I said "That is very strong language, Mr. Sandlin, to use regarding 
the Secretary of the Navy because he has ordered this retiring board 
that you a.re now before." He said "I am not especially referring to 
the Secretary of the Navy; I am referring to the head of any depart
ment." The impression that this made on my mind was that if he 
was making these comments when he was before the board undergoing 
an official examination, making such a statement which would, under 
the regulations for the military service, if he is mentally competent, 
bring him before a general court-martial, and if not, such a statement 
would indicate that he had no insight into the condition and that it was 
a marked defect. That answers that particular question. 

Mr. BLANTON. Outside of this matter which co.nvinced you, what did 
his other answers indicate to you? 

Captain CARPENTER. I would say that his answer to the question con
cerning his going to Philadelphia, asking about his duty in Boswn and 
why he was there, from my limited experience as a medical man not 
being an expert on mental conditions, I would say that he showed the 
average intelUgence, that he was well oriented as to time and place, 
that his memory seemed to be good, and that he simply showe~ 

Mr. BLANTON. A remarkable ability of m.J.ndt 

Captain CARPlilNTER. I would not say remarkable, but be certainly 
manifested no marked defect of intelligence; it simply had to do with 
this fixed idea and to his showing either judgment or insight. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, following what occurred, as you have related, 
feeling that yo.u had been convinced, you and your colleague, Doctor 
Thompson, filed a written medical report, duly, through official chan
nels, transmitted to the Secretary of the Navy, giving your conclusion 
that the one tmder observation before you was suffering from paranoid 
state? 

Captain CABPENTER. The question as put is not quite correct. We 
reported· our medical opinion to the board, in acco1·dance with the 
procedure, and that became a part of the official record. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you did report that he was suffering with 
pat·anoid state? 

Captain CARPENTER. It did report that in our opinion the candidate 
is suffering with paranoid state. 

Mr. BLANTON. That opinion stated that he was suffering from 
paranoid state? 

Captain CARPENTER. That was our medical opinion. 

I found that the medical record before the board did not 
contain the report made by Commander Sandlin's superior offi
cer at Philadelphia, where he was last stationed, and I required 
the Navy Department to produce it, and I read it to Carpenter. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to read this report now. It is headed 
"Fourth NaYal District," and reads as follows: 

FOUR'l'H NAVAL DISTRICT, DISTRICT STAFF HEADQUARTERS, 
Bttil4ing No. 1, Navy Yard, PhUadelf)hia, Pa., March 81, 192~. 

Memorandum t supply officer, Fourth Na:val District 

Subject: Lieut. Commander H. T. Sandlin, United States Navy, fitness 
report for the period December 28, 1925, to March 31, 1926. 
The following information is submitted in compliance with the re

quest of supply officer, fourth naval district, made this date: 
Lieut. Commander H. T. Sandlin bas been employed in district bead

quarters, under the supervision of the assistant commandant, during 
the above-mentioned period. He has been engaged chiefly in the 
preparation of district war plans, but be bas been assigned various 
other duties from time to time, when his services were otherwise 
required. 

He has impressed the assistant eommandant as a very bright and 
capable officer; he is earnest and conscientious in the performance of 
his duties and at all times cheerful, willing, and subordinate. 

He is extremely courteous : his bearing is military ; and he has dis
played cooperative qualities, adaptability, tact, and judgment in the 
performance of his duties. His manner bas been officerlike and hiS 
conduct entirely above reproach. 

The assistant commandant considers this officer well qualified to 
perform duties ot his grade and corps in the tleet or on shore, and he 
would be glad to have him serve as supply officer or disbursing officer 
under his own command at any time. 

w. K. FIDDLE, 

Captain, United States Navv, Asri-stant Oommandtltnt. 

Now, had there been counsel present to call your attention to all 
of these things, and that all through these transactions when he was 
under mental observation, impressing Dis wife, with whom he was 
living every day, a.nd his as ociates, who are eminent citizens of the 
United States, with his clearness of mind and soundness of mind and 
with his knowledge of even after all of his observations his officer in 
direct command should send such a splendid report of his work, would 
not that have been an explanation to you, Doctor Carpenter, as to why 
he felt it was criminal to order him before a retiring board and not 
to give him a proper hearing on tbese and other facts? Would that 
have been a proper explanation to you? 

Captain CARPENTER. It would not. I did not consider his mal'ital 
relations, nor did I take into consideration his religious principles. 
The record that influenced me first was that when he was at Key West, 
he was· relieved from duty and he refused to give up his duty. That 
was the first thing that made me feel that he was not normal in his 
mentality. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did you find out whether that report from Key West 
was true? 

Captain CARPENTER. I did not ; it was part of the official record. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will show that it was not true. He never failed to 

give up his duty. That is an error on tlte part of the officer who re
ported it. I will present Commander Sandlin's side of the case a 
little later. 

Captain CARPENTER. I can only give you what was from my own 
opinion-what intluenced me so far as the record was concerned. I 
excluded marital relations. This was an officer who should have been 
familiar with the rules and regulations after 20 years' service. That 
was the ftrst time where it seema to me that he de,.iated from the 
normaL 
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1\Ir. BLAXToN. It he had been . . permitted to take these di.tferent .re

ports up seriatim and consecutively and his version of his rights under 
them. don' t yon ·think that it would have been proper pro:edure b; 
you in Jetting him do that before reaching a conclusion on this .report· 

Captain CABPENTEB. I realized that he had an opportunity to do so. 
Mr. BWKTOX. He had an opportunity after you filed your conclu

sions. You did file your official opinion 'l 
Captain CARPEN'.rER. That is true. 

Dr. s. F. Acree, being duly sworn, testified as follows ( ques
tions and answers being reduced to narrative form) : 

My llilme is s. F. Acree, am 51 years old, entered State Un~versity of 
Texas in 1892, graduated there with degree of Bachelor of Science, then 
went to University of Chicago, where I received a Ph. D. in 1902, then 
spent 1903-4 in University of Berlin ; I have been abroad five times, 
besides university work and chemical researches; I have been a teacher 
in Johns Hopkins UniTersity, and Wi consln and Syracuse Universi~es. 
I have published over 100 articles in various lines of chemistry in which 
I have been intereated. I have been invited to give numerous addresses, 
and I was invited to make an address before the Faraday Society of 
Great Britain. I ·have appeared in a number of lectures involving 
chemistry and I have been connected with the (firection of two plant~ 
for the commercial development of some of my IH'ocesses ; I was ac
quainted with Commander Sandlin while he was under ()bservation in 
the Naval Hospital here in Washington; from August to October, 1925, 
we were at tbe same boarding house ; I have talked to Commander 
Sandlin a -great deal on subjects of current interest; I have been in
terested in naval subjects; we were a great deal together socially, and 
we were better acquainted with them than with any other family here, 
and that intimacy still exists; I have had occasion to note the conduct 
of Commander Sandlin w.ith regard to the condition <lf his mind, and 
my opinion is based on continual contact with the medical men. of 
Johns Hopkins University, with whom I ate daily, taught med1cal 
students myself, hayjng been on the staff of the Highland Hospital ~ 
Hochester, N. Y., having been fri~nds <Jf people interested m 
pi.-ychiatry in general; I <lid not even know at first. when I m~ Com
mander Sandlin, or for some time afterward that he was under. observa
tion in the Naval Hospitalr and never suspected any such thmg from 
any talk with him. I learned it after three months acquai?tanee with 
him and I have carefully watched his talk.. I did not observe any
thin'g abnormal about him. He was to my mind an unusually fine man. 
He never tried to force on us Christian Science, or any such ideas. He 
was very fair, indeed. When I lea1:ned that Commander Sandlin was 
in· St. Ellizabeths I went over there. To my astonishment I found that_ he 
was the same well-poised, fair-minded man I had known before ; I believe 
that Commander Sandlin is of sound mind ; l do not believe that he -is 
potentially dangerous to society-not in the slightest ; since he has been. 
let out of St. Elizabetha he has been a free agent, going wh~re he. 
})leased, and doing what he pleas_ed; I have been attracted to him; I 
do not believe there is anything in the world the matter with his mind; 
n psychiatrist, whom I know, says he believes every person is a para
noid ; with regard to the -suggestion that Commander Sandlin m~de to 
the Navy, there is not anything that would indicate an unsoundness of 
mind ; I called on Congressman BLANTON, my old schoolmate, to s~e that 
my friend got justice ; I feel that Commander Sandlin has been mis
understood because be expressed himself in an unusually brilliant W3J'. 

TESTIMONY OF MBS. RUBY J. ACREE 

Without taking up more space will state that Mrs. Acree 
testified substantially to the same facts and conclusions as did 
her husband. 

One of the leading professors in George Washington Uni
versity on this subject testified before the hearing that for 
several weeks he had carefully observed Commander Sandlin 
with the purpose in view of determining whether he was of 
sound mind. That he had subjected him to every test known to 
psychiatrists and that he was convinced that Commander 
Sandlin is absolutely sane. 
SWORN TESTIMO::s'Y OF DR. F. A. MOSS, HEAD OF TH.Il DlilPABTMI\NT 01' 

.PSYCHOLOGY, G'ElORGEl W A.SillNGTON UKIVERSITY 

I have studied Lieut. Commander Harry T. Sandlin almost daily fol' 
the last two weeks, during whieh time I have spent more than 50 hours 
going into all phases of his case. In addition to making a careful 
study of his history and giving him the usual subjective examination 
made by psychiatrists, I gave him a number of objective standardized 
tests with the hope of putting his ease, in part at least, on a fact 
rather than. an opinion basis. 

i~ all the objective tests Mr. Sandlin's _sbowing was that of a perso~ 
with a normal m.in/1. On the .Anny alpha test he made a score of 
151 which 1s above the average for -the officers in -the A.rn:ry and is 
lO. ~ints ~ove the average for university students. On the 'Will tern
permanent test his reactions were all within the normallim.lts. In his 
test for juugment in abstract relationships be shows a superior per-

formance. His poorest showing was on the test calling ·for judgm<'nt 
in dealing with other people, and this defect, in my opinion, accounts 
in no small part for his present difficulty; for it is this shortcoming 
which often causes hinl to evnluate improperly the way others will 
interpret his acts. This, however, is not an indication of insanity, for 
some of our most intelligent people do not get along very well with 
others. 

With the hope of discovering some objective evidence of his so-called 
"complexes," I gave him the association test devised for this purpose 
and described by Dr. William A. White on page 352 of his Outlines ot 
Psychiatry. This test gave absolutely no indication either of an 
inferiority complex or of an abnormal attachment to his mother. · 

His neurological examination was negative. His family history 
showed no -taint of insanity, and is what I would term a fairly normal 
family hi tory. His previous personal history shows little of value in 
explaining the present difficulty, which really began with his first mar
riage and cnlminated in the recent court action in Boston. 

At first I found it conBiderably difficult to reconcile some of his 
letters and telegrams with my other findings, but it is my opinion 
that the explanation of his present difficulty can be traced to his 
unfortunate marria-ge with the first Mr·s. Sandlin. From the history it 
would seem that sh~ is more or less of a:d adventuress, and that when 
they had separated she deliberately set about to cause him all the 
embarrassment possible. After several years of prolonged worry and 
uncertainty he finally succeeded in settling with her by paying ber the
lump sum of $6,400. Bot one and a half years after the final payment 
be found himself suddenly ordered to Boston to face a new action 
brought by her. At this time he had married again, and had two 
young children to support. IIis judgment in sending the letters and 
telegrams to Secretary Wilbur was admittedly poor, but I believe that 
these can be attributed in no small part to the excessive annoyance 
to which be was subjected by the tantalizing tactics of the first Mrs. 
Sandlin, who was aided by certain unsuspecting naval officers. 

In spite of- all the harassing that he has gone through be manifests 
at present no clear-cut symptoms of paranoia or of a paranoid state. 
He has no hallucinations, either visual or auditory. He neither has 
at pre ent, nor has he had any "hypochondriacal ideas." No period 
of " marked emotional depression." no clear-cut "ideas of reference," 
no "delusions of explanation," and no greatly exaggerated feelings 
either of " self importance " or of " inferiority " can be found in the 
case. I was unable to find any "retrospective falsifications of memory," 
and I am positive that he has no mental deterioration. Yet all these, 
according to White's Outlines of Psychiatry, pages 109-113, are the 
signs by which one may recognize paranoia and paranoid states. - His 
natural resentment -at being thrown into an asylum for the insane 
might be termed an indication of a delusion of persecution, but his 
explanation of this feeling is too clear cut to permit one to believe 
that he baa a definite, systematized delusional system, for he manifests 
no resentment at any particular individual, and only attributes his 
misfortune to the system under which he is working. Such being his 
attitude, I see nothing to make me suspect that he may do violence to 
any one, not• can I find any other reason for his being locked up in an 
asylum for the insane . . 

F. A. Moss, 
Head Department of Psychol.(Jgy, 

George Wasllm.gton Unive1·sity. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of January, 1927. 
[SEAL.] JAMES M. WOODWABD, -

Notary Pu.bHc, Distri,ct of Co1umb1a. 

After I had appeared before the board four days, the counsel 
for the board rai<sed the objection that I could no longer appear 
before said board in my representative capacity, and that if I 
appeared longer I would have to appear as attorney for Com
mander Sandlin. At the time he raised this objection he and 
the board had clearly explained to them that tl1at would neces
sitate my not appearing longer, and the board knowing this 
sustained such exception and I appeared no farther. 

And the boa.rd ma.de the f()llowing entry in the record of the 
proceedings : " Counsel to the candidate thereupon abandoned 
his client." 

The board knew that was a lie. In the :first p1ace Commander 
Sandlin was not my client, and in the second place I did not 
abandon him. And when this record went to the Judge Ad
vocate General of the Navy he repl'imanded the board severely 
for placing this unwarranted notation in the record. 

And the board gave out to -th~ press tht~.t it bad banned ~Y 
appearing before them. N~t until the case was all over d1d 
the board furl1ish me any copy of the record for correction or 
otherwise, and on obtaining and inspecting a c~py of it I . find 
that the ·board put into it just what it wante~ m, and left out 
·of it just what it wanted left out. All that pa1·t where ~bjection 
was made to my continuing except in the capacity of an attor-
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ncy was left out of the record. Four members of the board 
filed a report refusing to find Commander Sandlin of paranoid 
state, and recommending retirement in just the manner that I 
have requested them to report. But the chairman of the board, 
Captain Carpenter, "was of the same opinion still," and filed 
the following ridiculous--

MINORITY REPORT 

I believe that Lieut. Commander Harry '.f. Sandlin, Supply Corps, 
United States Navy, is incapacitated for active service by reason of 
paranoid state; that his incapacity is permanent and is the result of 
an iucident of the service. 

DUDLEY N. CARPENTER, 

Captait£, Medical Oorps, United States Navy, Pt·eside-nt. 

And thus Commander Sandlin has been freed from St. Eliza
beths, with no record left reflecting upon his sanity. In conclu
sion let me state that Congress should take immediate steps in 
the next session to take away from the heads of departments 
the power to send men to insane asylums by letter. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE A. E. B. STEPHENS 

The SPEAKER. In view of the fact that several gentlemen 
are going to be unable to attend the funeral of our late col
league, Mr. STEPHENS, the Chair will appoint Mr. CANFIELD a 
member of the committee. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 26 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 15, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COl\11\fiTTEE HEARINGS 
1\Ir. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, February 15, 1927, as 
1·eported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Second deficiency bill. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To amend the Federal farm loan act (H. R. 15540). 

COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

(10 a.m.) 
To modify and amend the act creating the Public Utilities 

Commission of the District of Columbia ( S. 3102). 
COMMITTEE ON INSULAR .AFFAIRB-JOINT MEETING WITH 'l'HE 

SENATE COMMITTEE ON TERRI'fORIES 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To create the Philippine leprosy commission and to provide 

facilities in the Philippine Islands for the care and treatment 
of persons affi.icted with leprosy {H. R. 16618). 

COMMITTEE ON VE'f'ER.ANS' LEGISLATION 

{11 a. m.) 
To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospital 

and out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to hos
pitalization undei' the World War veterans' act, 1924, as 
amended {H. R. 15663). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 

968. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and the Post
master General, transmitting report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and Postmaster General containing a statement of the 
allocation of all public buildings deemed necessary to be con
structed under the provisions of the public buildings act ap
proved May 25, 1926, within the limits of said act (H. Doc. 
No. 710): to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

969. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the legislative establishment, United States Senate, for the fiscal 
year 1927, in the sum of $10,000 (H. Doc. No. 711) ; to the 
Committee on .Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

970 . .A communication from the President of the United 
States. transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the legislative establishment under the .Architect of the Capitol, 
for the fiscal year 1927, in the sum of $6,000 (H. Doc. No. 712) ; 
to the Committee on .Appropriations and ordered to be pri~ted. 

971. A communication from the PrE:sident of the United 
States, transmitting deficiency estimate of appropriation from 
the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1926, $30,000, a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the 
fiscal :rear ending June 30, 1927, $23,000, in all, $53,000; al o 
proposed legislation affecting the use of an existing appropria
tion (H. Doc. No. 713); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

972. A communication fi•om the President of the United 
States, transmitting supl}lemental estimate of appropriations 
for the Treasury Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1927, $22,500, and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928 
$25,000; in all, $47,500 (H. Doc. No. 714) ; to the Committee o~ 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

973. A communication from the President · of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to remain available 
until June 30, 1928, for the Department of the Interior, Bureau 
of Reclamation, amounting to $135,000 (ll. Doc. No. 715); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

974 . .A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
proposed draft of a bill for the relief of Miguel Pascual, a 
Spanish subject and resident of San Pedri do l\Iacoris, Santo 
Domingo ; to the Committee on Claims. · 

975 . .A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the legislative establishment, United States Botanic Garden, in 
the sum of $876,398 (H. Doc. No. ~73, pt. 2) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

976. A communication ·from the President of the United 
States, transmitting deficiency estimate of appropriation for 
the Department of Justice for the fiscal year 1925 and prior 
years, amounting to $30,865.05, and supplemental estimates of 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, amount
ing t9' $2,182,833.20 ; in all, $2,213,698.25 ; also drafts of pro
posed' legislation affecting existing appropriations (H. Doc. 
No. 716) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF CO~IMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 419. A resolu

tion providing for the consideration of S. 1640, an act author
izing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish a national arbo
retum, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2068). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. J. Res. 156. A joint resolution authori?iing the Secretary of 
War to lend tents and camp equipment for the use of the 
reunion of the United Confederate Veterans, to be held at 
Tampa, Fla., in April, 1927; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2071). Referred to the House O..tlendar. 

1\Ir. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 421. .A resolu
tion providing for the consideration of S. 4808, an act to estab
lish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing and 
in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural 
commodities; without amendment (Rept. No. 2072). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCLINTIC: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 16874. 
A bill relating to the admission of candidates to the Naval 
Academy; without amendment (Rept. No. 2073). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. DARROW: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 9464. A 
bill to equalize the pay of certain officers of the Marine Corps 
with that of officers with corresponding service in the Navy; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2075). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Wh.ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 
3614. An act authorizing an appropriation for the construction 
of a hru·d-surfaced road across Fort Sill (Okla.) Military 
Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 2076). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ·McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 4305. .An 
act to authorize the sale, under provisions of the act of March 
12, 1926 (Public, No. 45), of surplus War Department real 
property; with amendment (Rept. No. 2077). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 15529. A 
bill to transfer a portion of the lands of the military reserva
tion of the Presidio of San Francisco to the Department of the 
Treasury; without amendment (Rept. No. 2078). RefelTed to 
the House Calendar! 
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Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affn.irs. S. 1483. 

An act to amend section 50~ and section 70 of the Articles of 
War; without amendment (Rept. No. 2081). Referred to the 
llou:e Calendar. ---
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
lir. VINCENT of Michigan: Committee on Claims. H. R. 

16027. A bill authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and de
teTmine que tions of law involved in the alleged erroneous col
lection of tonnage taxes in 1920 and 1921 on three vessels 
operated by the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey under bareboat 
charter from a Danzig corporation; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2069) . Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 17014. 
A bill to correct the records of the War Department to show 
that Guy Carlton Baker and Calton C. Baker or Carlton C. 
Baker is one and the same person; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2070). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

::\lr. DREWRY: Committee on Naval Affair . S. 4683. An 
act O'rantinO' permission to Commander Jules James, United 

tat:s Navy, to accept the decoration of th~ legion of honor 
tendered him by the Republic of France ; Without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2074). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. ~ 

l\Ir. MORIN: Committee on Military Affairs. B. J. Res. 29n. 
A joint resolution to waive age of Paul R. Sutherland, United 
States Army; with amendment (Rept. No. 2079). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 15633. 
A. bill to correct military record of John W. Cleavenger, de
ceased; without amendment (Rept. No. 2080). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
· ·Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9855. A 
bill for the relief of Kennedy F. Foster ; without amendment 
:(Rept. No. 2082). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. B. R. 15178. 
A bill for the relief of CharlieR. Pate; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2083). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Bouse. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which· were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 16979) granting an increase of pension to Mae E. 
Garrison; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (B. R. 169.32) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Mitchell; Committee on -Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public . bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By 1\fr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 17128) granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Indiana, its successors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River, 
and permitting the State of Kentucky to act jointly with the 
State of Indiana in the construction, maintenance, and opera
tion of said bridge; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
, By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 17129) to amend the 

tariff act of 1922 by transferring rag pulp from the free list 
to the dutiable list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17130) to conserve the rev
enues from medicinal spirits and provide for the effective Gov
ernment control of such spirits, to prevent the evasion of taxes, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 17131) authorizing the con
struction of a bridge across the St. Lawrence River near Alex
andria Bay, N. Y.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By 1\lr. ZIHLMAN (at the request of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 17132) authorizing the 
use of land owned by the United States in the District of 
Columbia for highway purposes; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By l\Ir. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 17133) granting the consent of 
CongTess to the James River B1idge Corporation, and its suc
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, ~nd operate bridges 

across the James River, Chuckatuck Creek, and Nansemond 
River· to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RA~"XIN: A bill (H;. R. 17134) auth<>rizing an appro
priation of $100,000 for the purchase of feed and seed ~o be 
supplied to farmet·s in the :flood-stricken areas of the T01;nb1gbee 
River Valley in Missis!'lippi and Alabama; to the Committee on 
A.gricul ture. 

By l\Ir. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 17135) providing that funds 
appropriated for the care and relief of Indians of Montana 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior shall be 
expended through certain public agencies of the State of Mon
tana; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KEMP: A bill (H. R. 17136) granting the consent of 
Congress to the Baton Rouge-Mississippi River Co., its succes~ors 
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge 
across the Mississippi Rjver at Baton Rouge, La.; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\fr. ZIHLMAN : A bill (H. R. 17137) to regulate tbe 
commitment to and discharge from St. Elizabeths Hospital of 
persons certified by heads of departments and establishments ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 17138) authorizing an appro
priation to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate 
with the South Carolina agricultural experiment station ; to 
the Committee on Agricultm·e. 

By l\Ir. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17139) to remove residence 
restrictions in respect of District of Columbia officials ap
pointed by the President ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia.. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 17140) 
to authorize the transfer of the National Homes for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers to the United States Veterans' Bureau; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AI. o, a bill (H. R. 17141) to amend the World War veterans' 
act, 1924; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legis
lation. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 17142) to amend section 4 of 
the act entitled "An act to provide · a temporary goyernment 
for the Virgin Islands, and for other purposes," approved 
March 3, 1917 ; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Joint re olution (H. J. Res. 359) making 
an appr-opriation for the ei·adication or control of the European 
corn borer; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WOOD: Joint resolution (B. J. Res. 360) authoriz.. 
ing the Comptroller General of the United States to consider, 
adjust, and settle the claim of the Indiana State Militia for 
military service on the Mexican border; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLY: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 52) 
providing for the celebration of the one hundred and fiftieth 
anniversary of the adoption of the Ai::neii.can flag ; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNELL: Resolution (H. Res. 419) providing for the 
consideration of S. 1640, an act authorizing the Secreta:.;y of 
Agriculture to establish a national arboretum, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Resolution (H. Res. 420) granting 
additional compensation to all employees of the House folding 
room ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 422) providing for 
the consideration of certain bills providing for the appointme:t:J:·t 
of certain additional judges ; to the Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, ~emorials were presented and 

referred as follows : 
Memorial -of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, urging 

the enactment of legislation creating a farmer's export corpora
tion to dispose of normal surplus of basic farm commodities 
at the expense of all producers of such crops ; to the Committee 
on Agricultm·e. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Utah, urging the 
passage of Senate bill 5454; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York, l'e
questing passage of House bill 6238 amended so that the 
wives and unmarried children under the age of 18 years of 
resident aliens who have declared their intention to become 
citizens of the .United States may be admitted as nonquota 
immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Illinois, request
ing enactment of legislation for the disabled emergency Army 
officers; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legisla
tion. 
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By Mr. ALDRICH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 

of Rhode Island, recommending a readjustment of the immi
gration act; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

By l\Ir. SINNOTT : Memorial of the Legislah1re of the State 
of Or~gon, with reference to public development of the water 
power of the Columbia River; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Utah, recommending the passage of Senate bill 
5454 ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. IRWIN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois, memorializing Congress to enact legislation to provide 
for the retirement of disabled emergency Army officers of the 
World War; to the Committee on World W'ar Veterans' Legis
lation. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois, memorializing Congre ·s to enact legislation to provide 
for the retirement of disabled emergency Army officers of the 
World War; to the Comrillttee on World War Veterans' Legis
lation. 

By l\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of New York, favoring the ·wadsworth 
amendment to H. R. 6238; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By 1\11·. O'CONNOR of New York: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of New York, favoring passage of H. R. 
6238, to amend the immigration act of 1924 ; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, urging amendment to immigration act of 1924 so 
that the wives and unmarried children under the age of 19 
years of resident aliens who. have declared their intention to 
become citizens of the United States may be admitted as non
quota immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Indiana, requesting the repeal of the Federal 
estate inheritance tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 17143) granting a pension to 

Annie E. Gargus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By 1\Ir. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 17144) granting a pen

sion to Mary A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\fr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 17145) for the relief of 
James Earl Briggman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Florida: A bill (H. R. 17146) for the re
lief ofT. J. Taylor; to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By 1\Ir. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17147) granting 
an increase of pension to John Stringer; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. LIN'l'HICtThl: A bill (H. R. 17H8) for the relief of 
the Fidelity & Deposit Co. of l\Iaryland ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 17149) for the purchase of 
land as a rifle range in Clay County, Mo. ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 17150) providing for the ex
amination, survey, widening, and deepening of the channel 
of the Ouachita River from Camden, Ark., to a point 
north of Arkadelphia, Ark. ; ·to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 17151) for the relief of Isaac 
Fink ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\lr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 17152) granting a pension to 
Abram J. Vandebrook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and 1·eferred as follows: 
6659. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., 

that the science of chiropractic be made available to disabled vet
erans; to the Committee on World War Yeterans' Legislation. 

6660. Also, petition of citizens of Wellington, Kans., in behalf 
of pension legislation . for Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen:::ions. 

6661. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of resident of Stanislaus 
County, Calif., protesting against Hou~e bill 10311, known as the 
Sunday rest bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6662. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of New York State Federa
tion of Labor, requesting enactment of longshoremen's com
pensation bill into law, and protesting against any amendment 
to the bill seeking to fix a definite .maximum amount of deatll 
or permanent total disability benefits ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

6663. Also, petition of board of aldermen, city of New York, 
reque~tlng passage of bill helping veterans to get loans on sol
diers' bonus certificate·; to the Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation. 

6664. By :Mr. BOWLES: Petition signed by residents of 
Easthampton, Mass .. urging that immediate action be taken t() 
increase the pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6665. By :\'Ir. BURTON : Memorial of Ladies Social Union, 
Archwood Congregational Church. Cleveland, Ohio, asking the 
Congre-·s to use best efforts for pacific settlement of the diffi
culties which have arisen between our Government and the 
Government of Nicaragua, and favoring settlement between 
:Mexico and our Government by conference and arbitration; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6666. By Mr. CULLE~: Resolution of the Chamber of Com
merce of Amsterdam, N. Y., favoring all-American route and 
protesting against the construction of the St. Lawrence water
way; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

6667. Also, resolution adopted by the Yeterans Association ot 
Federal Employees on February 8, 1927, Brooklyn, N. Y., rela
tive to matter of securing the necessary work that will permit 
steady employment of the navy yard force; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

6668. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of North
ampton, N. Y. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6669. By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri : Petition by 30 citi
zens of the sixth district of l\lis ·ouri, urging the ' immediate 
passage of a bill to increase the pensions of Civil War veterans 
and widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ·ions. 

6670. By Mr. DRIVER : Petition signed by citizens of Cara
way, Ark., urging passage of legislation for the relief of the 
Civil 'Var veteran8, their widows, and dependents; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pemdon ~ 

·6671. By l\1r. FENK: Resolutions adopted by the American 
Legion, Department of Connecticut, at its eighth annual con
vention, held in New Haven, Conn., indorsing House bill 4:>48, 
a bill making eligible for retirement under certain conditions 
officers and former officers of the World War, other than officers 
of the ReguL'lr Army, who incurred physical disability in the 
line of duty while in the service of the United States during the 
World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

6672. Also, petitions of 30 citizens of New Britain, Conn.; 54: 
citizens of Southington. Coon. ; 39 citizens of Manchester, Conn. ; 
16 citizens of Hartford, Conn.; 5 citizens of Glastonbury, Conn.; 
all favoring the increa. e of pensions for veterans of the Civil 
War. their widows, and orphans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pension!':. 

6673. By- 1\Ir. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Petition of Oakland 
(Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, urging allowance of rule to 
permit vote on House bill 4548, for retirement of disabled emer
gency officers of World War; to the Committee on Rules. 

6674. Also, petition of Lions Club of Santa Monica. Calif., 
urgiug the immediate YOte on House bill 4548, to correct unjust 
discl'imination against disabled emergency Army officers; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

6615. Also, petition of Yenice branclt, Los Angeles Chamber 
of Commerce. unanimou!':ly indorsing House bill 4548 and urg
ing the House of Reprexentatives to have an immediate vote 
on this bill to correct unjust discrimination against disabled 
emergency Army officers ; to the Commjttee on Rules. 

6676. By Mr. GALI~IY AN: Petition of Frank R. Shepard. 
vice president, General Baking Co., 62 Bunker Hill Street, 
CharlestoWll, Mass., protesting against the l\1cNary-IIaugen bill 
as being economically unsotmd and impractical; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

6677. Also, petition of Harry W. Lappin, Thomas J. Murphy, 
Peter J. Connolly, Joseph F. Roach, Peter Y. Belloth, George H. 
Canniff, Leon L. Lotl1rop, James -pontreso, Solomon Sochmin, 
John Leahy, Joseph P. Sella, Timothy F. Riley, John J. Sulli
van, John F. Sullivan, Martin F. Dillon, Frank E. Larkin, 
Joseph E. O'Neil, Joseph A. DeFreitas, John F. Blake, all of 
the twelfth Maso.:achusetts congressional district, urging favor
able consideration of legislation to rescind clause in World War 
veterans' act reducing compensation from $80 to $40 per month 
to those veterans. without dependents, who are being main
tained in United States Veterans' Hospitals; also urging favor
able consideration of the Rogers bill providing dependency 
allowance for those veteL·ans who a1·e totally anu permanently 
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disabled; also fav-Gr.able considemtion .of the Tyson-Fitzgerald 
bill, providing for the retirement of emergency .Army officers ; 
to the Committee on World W-ar Veterans' Legislation. 

6678. B_y Mr. GARBER: Petition of M. D. Green, general at
torney for Oklahoma, Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Co., urg
ing opposition to the Kelly bill (H . . R. 4475), providing for rail
way post-office cars of steel construction ; to the Committee on 
the Post Offices and Post Roads. 

6679 . .Also, letters from Roy Crane, Alva, Okla.; .John F. 
Parr, Byron, Okla.; H. J. Bowman, .Ames, Okla.; and A. T. 
Whitworth, Carmen, Okla., expressing approval of the Haugen 
bill (H. R. 15474); to the Committee on .Agriculture. · 

6680. .Also, petition of the directors of the .American Cotton 
.Shippers' Association, expressing opposition to the 'Passage of 
the McNary-Haugen bill (H. R. 15474) ; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

6681. By Mr. HALL of Indiana~ Petition of Louis Nelp, 
James Middleton, and nine other citizens of Peru, Ind., urging a 
Civil War pension bill to care for the veterans and widows ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6682. By Mr. H.A. WLEY: Petition of citizens of Newberg~ . 
Oreg., and Ashland, Oreg., to Congress to bring to a -vote the 
Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6683 . .Also, petitions of residents of Yamhill and W_ashing
ton Counties, Oreg., and of Ashland, Oreg., to Congress to .bring 
to a vote legislation granting further relief to veterans of the , 
Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

·6684 . .Also, petition of residents of Amity, Oreg., to Congress 
to bring to a vote legislation granting further relief to widows 
and veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee ·on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6685. By Mr. HERSEY: Petition of Mrs. Minnie B. Russell 
and 81 other residents of Dexter, .Me., -urging passage .of Civil 
War pension bill to aid the veterans and widows of veterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6686. By Mr. HOGG: Petition of D. C. "Ransburg and 40 
other Civil War veterans, widows, and citizens of Pleasant 
Lake, and Steuben County, Ind., asking that immediate steps be 
taken toward the liberalization of the pension laws ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6687. Also, petition of Mrs. Candace J. Carr and 135 other 
Civil War veterans, widows, and citizens of Ashley, and Steuben 
and De Kalb Counties, Ind., asking that immediate steps be 
taken toward the liberalization of the pension laws; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6688. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of M. Diehl and 32 other 
residents of Vermontville, Mich., in favor of pending legislation 
to increase the present .rates of pension of Civil War veterans,. 
widows of veterans, and dependents; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6689. Also, petition of Mrs. Mary Milbourn and 34 other 
residents of Potterville, Mich., in favor of pending legislation 
to increase the present rates of pension of Civil War veterans, 
widows of veterans, and -dependents ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

6690. By Mr. WILLIAM E : HULL: Petition of Mr. B. C. Col
born and other citizens of Peoria, Ill., urging immediate and 
favorable consideration of the Elliott pension bill for the relief 
of Civil War veterans and- their dependents; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

G691. Also, petition of Miss .Rosina Goebel and other citizens 
of Peoria, Ill., urging immediate and favorable consideration 
of the Elliott pension bill for the relief of Civil War veterans 
and their dependents ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6692. Also, petition of Mrs. Norma Klocbenger and other citi
zens of Pekin, Ill., urging immediate and favorable considera
tion of the Elliott pension bill for the relief ·of Civil War vet-
erans and their dependents ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

6693. Also, petition of Mr. Otto P. Boers and other citizens 
of Lacon, Ill., urging immediate and favorable consideration of 
the Elliott pension bill for the relief of Civil War veterans and 
their dependents ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6694. By Mr. ffiWIN: Petition ~f J. M. Wylie and 42 other 
residents of Washington County, Ill., praying that Congress 
propose an amendment to the Federal Constitution that -shall 
suitably acknowledge Almighty God as the source of all au
thority and power in civil government ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

6695. By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of numerous 
citizens of Vigo County, Ind., for increase of Civil War pen
sions ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6696. By Mr. KIE-SS: Petition from citizens of Mansfield, 
Pa., favoring the passage of the Elliott pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6697. By Mr. KINDRED: ReSO-lution of tbe Veterans' Asso
ciation of Federal Employees (Inc.) petitioning the Secretary 
of the Navy, each Member of Congress, and the Senators from 
New York State, the county leaders, and the Republican -state 
chairman to use their utmost endeavors to secure the necessary 
work tlmt will permit of the steady employment of the navy
yard force and tpe maintaining of that efficiency which has so 
highly characterized the Brooklyn Navy Yard il) the past; to 
the Committee on Naval .Affairs. 

6698. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of 0. A. Mitchell and nine 
other citizens of Iowa City, Iowa, urging immediate steps be 
taken to bring to a vote the Civil War pension bill; to the Com
mittee ~n Invalid Pensions . 

66"99. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Schley Unit, No. 37, 
Steuben Society of .America, Baltimore, requesting favorable 
action on Senate J-oint Resolution 153; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

6700. Also, petition of Hessberg, Morris & Gunst, of Balti
more, requesting support of the Swing-Johnson bill ; to the Com
mittee on Irrigation and Rec-lamation. 

6701. Also, petitions of John S. Bridges & Co., the Horn· 
Shafter Co., the Whitaker Paper Co., the Baltimore, Maryland, 
Engraving Co:, Hess Printing Co., the Baxter Paper Co., the Wm. 
F. Jones Co., J. E. Gerding Co., and Summers Printing Co., all 
of Baltimore, Md., re House bill 13446; also Varsity Underwear 
Co., Baltimore, Md., regarding Cuban parcel post bill ; to the 
Committee -on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

6702. By Mr. WZIER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Brookfield, Mo., urging the enactment of certain pension legis
lation for veterans of the Civil War and their dependents; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6703. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Monroe County, 
Mo., urging the enactment of certain pension legislation for 
veterans of the Ci-vil War and their dependents; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6704. By Mr. LUCE: Resolutions of ·citizens of Franklin, 
Mass., regarding the Me:xiean situation; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

'6705 . .Also, petition -of citizens of Waltham, Mass., urging pas
sage of a bill to increase pensions of Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6706. By Mr. McCLINTIC: Petition of 32 -voters of Ellie 
County, praying for the passage of a bill to increase the pen~ 
sions of Civil War veterans, their widows, and dependents; to 
the Committee on invalid Pensions. · 

6707. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petitions of 
Myrtle Golland and 47 residents of Hart, Mich., and Mrs. Orpha 
Conklin and 111 residents of Frankfort, Mich., urging that 
immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War pen
sion bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6708. By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Petition of the voters of Ham
ilton Deunty, Tenn., requesting immediate consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Civil War veterans and widows of vet
erans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6709. Also, petition of the voters of Monroe County, Tenn., 
requesting immediate consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6710. Also, petition of the voters of Hixson, H amilton County, 
Tenn., requesting immediate consideration of the bill for the 
relief of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on 'Invalid Pensions. 

6711. By Mr. McSWEENEY: Petition of the citizens of Lima
ville, Ohio, requesting immediate action on proposed legislation 
for the further relief of Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans; to ihe Committee en Invalid Pensions. 

6712. Also, petition of the citizens of Alliance, Ohio, request
ing immediate action on proposed legislation for the relief of 
Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee 
on In:valid Pensions. 

6713. By Mr. MAJOR: Petition of citizens of Pleasant Hope, 
Mo., urging passage of Civil War pension bill providing in
creases of -pension for needy and suffering veterans and widows 
of veterans ; to the Committ-ee on Invalid Pensions. 

6714. Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Mo., urging 
passag-e of Civil War pension bill providing increases of _pension 
for needy and suffering veterans and widows of veterans ; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6715. By Mr~ MANWVE : Petition of Mrs. Mary .A. Buz
zard, Mr. and Jtfrs. T. G. Watson, and 12 other residents of 
Newton County, Mo., urging the passage of a Civil War pension 
bill which will bring relief to veterans and widews of veterans ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6716. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 14 residents of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., and vicinity, Tecommending the enactment by 
Congress of additional legislation for the benefit of veterans of 
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the Oivil War and their dependents; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6717. By Mr. MONTAGUE: Petition of citizens of Virginia, 
favo1ing an increase in Civil War pensions; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6718. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition from the Ladies Social 
Union, Archwood Congregational Church, Cleveland, Ohio, urg
ing peaceful settlement of the differences between the Govern
ment of the United States and the Government of Mexico and 
Nicaragua; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6719. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Petition favoring the pas age 
of House bill 10311, known as the Sunday rest bill for the 
District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ' 

6720. Also, petition favoring legislation for the further relief 
of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

6721. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the New 
York State Federation of Labor, favoring the passage of 
Senate bill 3170, longshoremen compensation bill; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

6722. Al o, petition of George C. Diekman, president, New 
York State Pharmaceutical Association, protesting against 
legislation requiring label to show distillers' price to retail 
pharmacists and restricting manufacture of new whisky to 
six distillers; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

6723. Also, petition of veterans of the United States Veterans' 
Hospital, Livermore, Calif., favoring the passage of House bill 
16019; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

6724. Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 

of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Commit
·tee on Invalid Pensions. 

6739. By 1\lr. TINKHAl\1: Petition of National Lincoln
Douglass Colored American Conference, protesting against being 
denied civil and political rights in violation of section 1, article 
14, of the amendments to the Federal Constitution ; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

6740. By Mr. TOLLEY: Petition of 54 citizens of Fish Eddy, 
Delaware County, N. Y., for an immediate liberalization of 
Civil War pension laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6741. By Mr. VOIGT: Petition of 123 citizens of Portage. 
Wis., urging Civil War pension legislation; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6742. By Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: Petition of the em· 
ployees of the United States post office and courthouse at 
Philadelphia, Pa., in support of House bill 359 and Senate bill 
1077, to abolish the personnel classification board and transfer 
its duties to the Civil Sen-ice Commission ; to the Committee on 
the Civil Service. 

6743. By l\Ir. WILLIAMSON: Petition of Dora F. Rathburn, 
Sarah M. Johnson, Mrs. Flora Williams, and sundry othef per
sons, praying for 3:_n increase of pension for soldiers and widows 
of soldiers who served in the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6744. By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Petition of citizens of Frederick, 
Md., urging immediate action and support of the Civil War 
pension bill to provide relief for needy veterans and widows of 
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lUo., opposing the passage of the McNary-Haugen bill ; to the SEN ATE 
Committee on Agriculture. 

6725. Also, petition of the United Mine Workers Qf America, TUESDA.Y, February 15, 19~7 
in convention assembled, favoring the investigation thoroughly . The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
of the relation of freight-rate discrimination to the extreme 
depression of the coa1: industry in Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, prayer: 
and Illinois and the adequacy of existing law to afford relief; Gracious God, Thou hast made us for Thyself, .and Thou hast 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. given unto us a soul which craves after Thee. We humbly 

6726. By Mr. PATTERSON: Memorial of the Private Soldiers beseech Thee this morning that whatever may be the uncer
and Sailors' Legion of the United States, protesting against the tainties of life we may each da-y realize the necessity of 
passage of House bill 4548 and Senate bill 3027, providing for ea-rnestness of purpose and fulfill each one in his capacity the 
the retirement of disabled emergency officers; to the Committee great essentials of high endeavor. Lord, our God, be with us. 
on World War Veterans' Legislation. Enable us to understand the times and know what the people 

6727. Also, memorial of the New Jersey Branch of the Oath- need. We ask in Jesus Christ's name. Amen. 
olic Central Verein of America, petitioning for repeal of para- The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
graph 11 of the immigration act of July 1• 1924 ; to the Com- proceedings when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. · 

1 6728. By 1\Ir. REID of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Elgi~ consent, the further reading was. dispensed With and the Journa 
was approved. 

Ill., urging passage of Civil War pension legislation; to the . MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6729. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of chamber of commerce, A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
Amsterdam, N. Y., against proposed St. Lawrence waterway; one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed without 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. amendmE-nt the bill (S. 5259) granting permission to Maj. 

6730. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens Charles Beatty Moore, United States Army, to accept the fol
of Indiana, Pa., also of Jefferson County, Pa., urging immediate lowing decorations, namely: The Legion of Honor tendered him 
action on the pending bill to provide an increase of pension for by the Republic of France and the officers' cross of the order 
Civil War veterans and widows of veterans ; to the Committee Polonia Restituta, tendered him by the Republic of Poland. 
on Invalid Pensions. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

6731. Also, petition of citizens of Indiana, Pa., against com- The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 
p'ulsory Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were there-
of Columbia. upon signed by the Vice President: _ 

6732. By Mr. SWARTZ: Petition of W. J. L. Haines and H. R. 1231. An act for the relief of 1\Iary Moore; 
others, of Mechanic-sburg, Pa., favoring early consideration of H. R. 3432. An act for the relief of Joel C. Clore; and 
pension legislation for the further relief of Civil War veterans H. R. 9319. An act to authorize certain officers of the United 
and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. States Navy to accE-pt from the Republic of Chile the Order of 

6733. Also, petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring Merit, first class, and the Order of Merit, second class. 
consideration of further pension legislation for Civil War vet- PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

erans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
Pensions. joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of California, 

6734. By Mr. SWING : Petition of certain residents of San which was referred to the Committee on the Judic;iary: 
Diego, Calif., Ul'ging the passage b~ Congress of a bill granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of FoaTY-SEVEXTH SEsSION CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE, 
Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Assembly Chamber, Sacramento. 

6735. Al::;o, petition of certain residents of California, urging Assembly Joint Resolution 2, relating to the time when Members eiected 
the passage by Congress of a bill granting increased pensions to Congress shall take their seats-adopted by the Legislature of the 
to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War veterans; State of California, January 21, 1927 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Whereas under the existing conditions, newly elected Members of 

6736. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a number of residents Congress do not take their seats in Congress, unless at a special 
of Greene County, Pa., in support of legislation increasing rate session, until the elapse of more than a year afte.r their election ; and 
of pension to veterans of the Civil War and widows of vet- Whereas Members of Congress who are not reelected continue to 
erans of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. serve and vote for their constituents for the duration of the short 

6737. Also, testimony in support of House bill 17107. granting session of Congress although their successors have been elected; and 
a pension to Margaret Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Whereas such conditions are not productive of the best interests of 
Pensions. the people of the United States: Therefore be it 

6738. By Mr. THATCHER : Petitions of citizens of Louis- Res.olt•ed by tile Assemb-ly and Senate of the State of Oalifornia, 
ville, Ky., urging passage of Civil War pension bill for relief jointly, That the Legislature of the State of California earnestly peti-
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